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Electrical Engineering. 


THE ELECTRICAL STANDARDIZING, TESTING AND TRAINING 
INSTITUTION 
( : Tus Syypicatre or Exvecrrica, Enorxerns, Lo.), 
FARADAY HOUSE, 8 anp 10, CHARING CROSS ROAD, LUNDON. 
BOARD OF CONTROL— 
The Earl of CRAWFORD, K.T., F.R.8., &c., Cuarnmax. 
Lord CasTLeTows. Huon Erat Hasaisoy. 
The Hon. R. Brovenax. Franors Iyce. 
Ropert Hammonp. Wistiam O. Surrn. 
and qualifies Cass of Gentlemen for 


i . go a course —first in the 
ing Works, and cmeouenaty the Electrical Works with which the Institution is 

iated are thus brought directly into association with and 
Firms, and secure an introduction to the profession under the most favourable —— 
ne ts ee ee ae ae cent. of the students who have com 
their course, since the foundation of the tion, and applications continue to be 
received for competent men. 
The New Term has just commenced, 


Prospectus on application. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY HOTELS. 


LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND .- St. Pancras Station, N.W. 
( Within Shilling cab fare of Gray’ s-inn, Inns of Court, Temple Bar, 
and Law Courts, &c. ’ Buses to all parts every minute. Close to 
King’s Oross Metropolitan Railway Station. The New Venetian 
Rooms are available for Public and Private Dinners, Arbitration 


Meetings, &c 
“ Close to Central (Midland) Station. 
Excellent Restaurant. 





LIVERPOOL 
BRADFORD 
LEEDS - 
DERBY - 
MORECAMBE - \ 
Tariffs on Application. Telegraphic Address “‘ Midotel.” 
WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 


To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 


Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON,,. E.C. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 











10, 


SECURE, 


TOTAL ASSETS, £2,881,000. INCOME, £334,000. 
The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
Assurances in force, TEN MILLIONS. 


TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Lord HALSBURY. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
The Right Hon. Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.C., D.O.L. 
FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Esq. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Eaq. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. In the Weekly Reporter. 


A Solicitor, Re. ExparteIncorporated | Bartlett v. Ford’s 
486 Oey Fs 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co., 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE FOLLOWING are the members of the Select Committee u 
the Land Transfer Bill, 1895:—Sir R. T. Rem (Attorney- 
General), Mr. T. H. Bouron, Mr. Joun E. Exuss, Viscount 
Forxestonz, Mr. H. D. Greenz, Q.C., Mr. R. B. Hatpans, 
Q.0., Mr. G. Lampzrt, Col. OC. W. Lone, Rt. Hon. 0. Szare- 
Haynes, Hon. W. F. D. Surrn, Mr. W. E. M. Tomutyson, 
J. Tutty, Mr. 0. M. Warmineton, Q.0., Mr. T. Waymay, 
W. Wicxnam. Up to Thursday we were not able to ascertain 
that any date had been fixed for the committee to commence 
hearing evidence. 


BE 





Dvurine THE course of next week Mr. Justice Kzxzw1 
have exhausted his list of witness actions, with the excep 
a few which stand over until next sittings. Nothing can 
the determination which this learned judge has shewn to 
of his witness actions. 
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Sarurpay, the 25th inst., being the day appointed 
brating the Queen’s birthday, it may 
courts will not sit on that day, 
take away the work of one of the few remaining days of 


present sittings. 


Mrz. Justice Kexewicn announced on 
would on Thursda ——— in 
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less than six weeks after the dispute arose, and three weeks 
after the writ. I mention these facts in order once more that 
litigants may be assured that, if they want a prompt and in- 
expensive settlement of their disputes, the procedure of the 
courts admits of that course being taken. Litigants may, of 
course, if they so choose, have delay and expensive proceedings ; 
but that is not the fault of our procedure.” 





Ir 18 Nor to be expected that the serene atmosphere of the 
House of Lords should allow of any forcible expression of 
indignation, but the Law Lords seem to have come as near as 
possible to this state of feeling in giving their opinions this week 
in Me ie v. Mackenzie, a suit in which a husband sought to 
obtain a divorce from his wife according to the Scotch law on 
the ground that she had deserted him without reasonable cause 


for the of four years. The remedy of divorce in such a 
case is given by an Act of the Scotch Parliament of 1573, and 
under the Act it was formerly necessary for the injured spouse 


first to bring an action of adherence—that is, for restitution of 
conjugal rights—and upon the decree in this being disobeyed, 
to obtain sentence of excommunication from the ecclesiastical 
authorities. These preliminaries, however, were abolished by 
the Oonjugal Rights Act, 1861, and the husband or wife, 
as the case may be, gets relief at once in the suit for 
divorce grounded on the desertion. But it is necessary that the 
— should be in a position to succeed in an action of 
erence, and in the present case the House of Lords, affirm- 
ing the decision of the Scotch courts, have held that Mr. 
Macxenzig, so far from satisfying this requirement, had been 
ilty of conduct which fully justified his wife in leaving him. 
appears to have been resolved at any cost to assert his own 
supremacy in his own home, and when his wife, stung by his 
harshness, applied to him an epithet he deserved, he intimated 
his intention on any recurrence of the offence to place her under 
lock and key. The head and front of her offending was failure 
in due submission to him. His means of coercion was to 
enforce a tion between her and her six months’ old child 
at a time when she was in a state of great weakness and 
de ion. Later on the child was taken from her by himself 
his mother, the Dowager Lady Macxenziz, under circum- 
stances of dis ful violence. This is but a slight outline of 
the facts which were recapitulated in detail by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, Lord Warson, and Lord Asnsournz; Lord Macnacuren 
and Lord Morris also concurring in the judgment of the House. 
How far a man may torture his wife without being guilty of 
sevitia towards her depends in Scotch law, said Lord Warson, 
on the endurance of the victim. Here the mental torture was 
probably sufficiently connected with Mrs. Mackenztz’s illness 
to shew that her husband had overstepped the mark, but there 
was also her well-grounded fear of hysical detention and the 
actual violence. She would have had a good defence to an 
action of adherence ; indeed, she could have obtained a decree 
for judicial separation ; and his claim to a divorce on the ground 
of ion was clearly doomed to failure. 


Tux case just referred'to is interesting also for a statement 
incidentally made by the Lord Chancellor on the subject of costs. 
It is the custom in Scotland for the costs of a wife, when pay- 
able by her husband, to be taxed as between agent and client, 
and before the question was put to the House in Mackenzie v. 
Mackenzie, an een was made on behalf of the wife that 
the order of the House should contain an express direction to 
this effect with respect to the costs of the appeal. A precedent 
for @ direction was quoted, and the husband’s objection 

no sympathy. Clearly it was a case in which he ought 

costs of his wife reasonably incurred. But in the 
discussion Lord Hzrscuet took occasion to remark 
more often costs were given as between agent and client 
in this country, as between solicitor and client—the 
the law appeared to him to be. To the same 
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was the resolution of the Council of Judges in 1892; ‘The 
allowed in litigious matters shall be all those which have 
reasonably incurred by the client.” Probably no one will deny 

ness of this opinion. There has long been practical 
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agreement that a judgment which carries costs should be within 
reasonable limits an indemnity against the costs of litigation. 
Perhaps the Lord Chancellor, now that he has expressed his 
view so clearly in the House of Lords, may see his way to 
initiating legislation which shall give effect to it. This would 
remove one of the chief practical objections to our present 
system of judicature. 





THE PECULIAR system on which the London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Co. have hitherto made up the amount of their 
first-class fare from London to Calais has not stood the test of 
investigation before Maruew, J., in the action brought against 
them by Mr. ©. N. Nicnotson. The ordinary first-class fare 
which the company are entitled to charge is at the rate of 3d. a 
mile. Few companies at the present time make such a charge, 
but that is a question of policy, not of the law. The distance 
from London to Dover is seventy-nine miles, and the fare works 
out, therefore, at 19s. 94. To this must be added the sum of 
2s. 5d. for harbour dues at Dover, and 83. for the voyage to 
Calais. The total is £1 10s. 2d. and this, it has now been 
decided, is the correct fare. But the company have been 
charging £1 13s. 6d., an excess of 3s. 4d. on each ticket. Of 
this amount 1s. 3d, has been charged in respect of the journey 
over two short pieces of line—one at Victoria and the 
other in Mid-Kent. Under the original Acts the first-class 
fare on each of these sections might be 1s. for any distance over 
two miles, and the company have relied upon the continuance 
down to the present time of the provisions authorizing this 
charge. But by the London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
(Metropolitan Extensions) Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. clxxvii.), 
which authorized the completion of the Chatham and Dover 
system, provision was apparently made for a uniform charge for 
through traffic. The company contended that this enactment 
did not touch the earlier special charges. The correctness 
of the contention depends on the words of the section, and 
on an investigation of the previous Acts recited or mentioned 
in the Act of 1860. But Marnew, J., has decided in accord- 
ance with what seems to be the plain meaning of the 
section, and in accordance, too, with what was probably the 
design of the Legislature. Nothing is more likely than that, 
in authorizing the completion of the system and making through 
traffic possible, a pour ey mileage should be insisted upon in 
lieu of special charges suitable only for isolated sections of 
railway. A further charge of 2s. 1d. has been exacted in 
respect of the use of the Admiralty line on the pier at Dover, 
for which the company have to pay £1,100 a year, and for the 
transfer of lug from the railway to the steamboat, but in 
neither case di THEW, J., see that there was any “ special 
service”’ for which the company could make an extra charge 
under section 111 of the Act of 1860. These two sums of ls. 3d. 
and 2s, 1d. make the 3s. 4d. which Mr. Nicnoxsoy has succeeded 
in knocking off the fare. His own claim is for four times this 
sum in respect of four separate tickets, a small enough matter 
on which to risk a struggle with a powerful corporation, and he 
and his advisers deserve the gratitude of all persons using the 
line. Possibly the defeat the company have sustained may 
cause them to reconsider the policy of exacting the uttermost 
farthing from their first-class passengers, and at the same time 


leaving the as little option as possible by the bad- 
wna dt the Redeles canis. 


Mr. Tomas Hort, the librarian of the Probate Library, has 
issued, in the shape of a pamphlet, an interesting history of the 
establishment and singular vicissitudes of that institution. It 
seems to have been founded in or about 1831 by subscriptions of 
judges and members of the Chancery bar, the first name in the 
list , ahoe that of “‘H.Brovcnam.” The cause for its formation 
is stated to have been the inconvenience felt, when the Court of 
Chancery resumed its sitti at Westminster, from the want of 
a good library. In 1834 there occurred the first crisis in the 

airs of the institution. The books were materially damaged 
by the fire which destroyed the Houses of Parliament, and were 
subsequently deposited in a fire-proof, but not waterproof, 
cellar, where they became saturated with water. They were 
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restored from this condition at a heavy cost, of which the greater 

ion was borne by Sir Epwarp Svuepen; and then a com- 
mittee and officers were appointed to manage the library and 
obtain annual subscriptions for its maintenance, such subscrip- 
tions being fixed at two guineas for King’s Counsel and one 
guinea for ‘other gentlemen,” and for many years the institu- 
tion flourished. But in 1833, when the ordinary sittings of the 
Courts of Chancery at Westmiaster were discontinued, the 
second crisis occurred: a large number of the old subscribers 
fell off. They were, however, replaced to some extent by new 
subscribers from the common law bar, and when, in 1858, the 
new Probate and Divorce Court was established and took E 
session of the Lord Chancellor’s Court at Westminster, to which 


the library was attached, the counsel practising in the new 
courts found it convenient to subscribe to the library, and it 
became known as the Probate Court Library. So matters 


went on until 1875, when crisis No. 3 occurred. The books 
were given to form a library for the Court of Appeal create! 
by the Judicature Act. With the exception of a few duplicate 
reports, an old copy of the statutes, and some old editions 
of text-books, the library was transferred bodily to the court 
occupied by the new Court of Appeal, and still remains as 
of the library of that court. A fund was then started to rep 
the Probate Library ; fresh books were bought, and the library 
—— until 1883, when the courts were removed to the new 
uilding in the Strand. Then occurred the fourth crisis. The 
subscribers to the Probate Library began to dwindle, in prospect 
of the new Bar Library which was to be established in the 
building. It was, however, soon discovered that this new library 
did not fulfil all the requirements of the profession ; the books 
not being allowed to be taken into the courts. Accordingly, 
the subscribers to the Probate Library subsequently increased, 
and now number 135, and about 25,000 books are annually 
taken out for reference in the courts. Mr. Horr says that 
about. £1,400 worth of books have been added to the library 
since 1875. 





We oxszerve that a Bill to amend and consolidate the 
law of libel has just been introduced into the House of 
Commons by Sir Arsert Rout, Sir Jonn Leno, and 
other members. The chief amendments which it proposes 
to make are these: (1) In lieu of a mere general indorse- 
ment of writs of summons in libel actions, a statement 
of particulars with dates is to be given, so as to enable 
the defendant to apologize at once or pay money into 
court, (2) Money may be paid into court with a denial of 
liability. (3) In the case of a libel published simultaneously in 
several newspapers, or po shortly after publication, the 
judge may give the plaintiff notice that a stated time will be 
allowed for the discovery of any further publication, in order 
that all the actions may be tried together, and after the expira- 
tion of that period no further actions are to be instituted in 
respect of such libel, except for the recovery of special damages. 
(4) A plaintiff who obtains what the judge considers in the 
rp me to be only nominal damages may be deprived of 

is costs. 





Tue Courr or Arrgat have allowed the appeal in Gwilliam v. 
Twist (ante, p. 266), and that case therefore om lost the position 


it seemed likely to acquire as an authority r_the proposition 
that @ servant, when incapacitated through drunkenness, m 
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employed B, to drive it. B., while driving it, was ordered by 
the police to stop driving on the ground of drunkenness. B. 
got off the box, the vehicle being then a quarter of a mile from 
the stables, ©., who had been employed by A., but not as 
driver, offered to drive the omnibus home, and B. agreed to his 
doing so. On the way home ©., by his negligent driving, 
injured D. D.claimed damagesagainst A. ‘The county court judge 
and the Divisional Uourt held that it was a case of emergency, 
and that, under the circumstances, C. was authorized to drive. 
But the emergency has been doubted and denied in the Court of 
Appeal. There was no supreme necessity to get the omnibus 





over the last quarter of a mile in such a and the 
course was to communicate with the owner. view of 
matter, when once stated, is sufficiently obvious. The wonder 
is that it was not perceived in the courts below. It is an 
doubted hardship on the plaintiff to have incurred all 

and lose his verdict at the last. But it would be 
equal Lardship for the owner of the omnibus to have to ans 
for the negligence of any amateur driver who chose to try 
hand with the reins. 
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Wirs recarp to our observations last week on Lord 
Sztporne’s judicial appointments, we have been reminded that, 
although Lord Bowzw became a Lord Justice during Lord 
Sztzorve’s Chancellorship, he was in a aug hd - bench 
by Lord Garens, having, according to Brock’s Table of Judges, 
+ Ho made a judge of the Queen’s Bench Division on the 16th 
of June, 1879. 








THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON TRUSTS 
ADMINISTRATION. 


Tue report of the Committee on Tr istr 

issued, and it is noteworthy that it discards entirely the notion 
of the compulsory employment of a | ag trustee, and, where 
an official administration is called for, the report is in favour 
of the system of judicial factors which has been for many 
years established in Scotland. 

In Ireland it is admitted that there is no widespread desire 
for change or complaint of the existing law, and the committee 
do not recommend legislation with regard to that country. As 
to Scotland, it is suggested that trustees should have 
facilities for yoga Bey direction of a judge in chambers 
now available in England on inating summons, and that 
testators should have the goers nominating a judicial factor 


F 


by the will, who, upon by the court, would become 
an cfficer of the court. The bulk of the report refers to Bag- 
land, and here it is found as an undoubted fact that serious 
grounds of — exist. Private —! who hold rr 
enormous amount of personal property, as well asa 

of land, receive no remuneration, and are not allo to make 


any t, while the law imposes on them a very 
stay They may, indeed, protect themsely 
the opinion of a judge, but the expense prohibi 
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save on occasions of exceptional importance, in return for 
the chance of protection, the court applies to them a more 
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rigorous standard than in the case of other bailees. 
responsible for any departure from the strict terms of 
or the rules laid down by the law for the of 
even if the departure be due to a 
ing of their duties. In this res p 
suggestions. The court should 

trustee from liability when satisfied that he has acted 
honestly, reasonably, and with the intention of carrying out the 
terms of the trust, and that he ought fairly to be excused for 
having acted without the directions of the court. It also recom- 
mends es — be em — to or sey = 
departures from the terms of a as ex ) 
mig ose c'rcumstances, and are for the advantage of the 
beneficiaries. This means an increase of applications to the 
court, and it is accordingly further 
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in obtaining the direction of a j “which has been 
described as a litigation in miniature,” ought to be cheapened 
‘and simplified. 


This is as far as the report goes in relieving private trustees. 
Nos tion is made for their remuneration, notwithstanding 
the ortiéaas pag a0 ga og of the prevalence of such & 
practice in the United States. The system of 

trusts by private trustees is admitted to be the best 
provided men can be found who are competent, honest, an 
ing 5 bat So ere tt des es ce 
ought to give their services . are 
ofres \ectdolariae ux naosky veloheh 9 baniieiesion Gana 
is nothing anomalous in this gratuitous service ; 
the trustee is simply a friend of the testator and 
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work and responsibility entailed by the trust are often a serious 
burden, a burden which his sense of duty forbids him to relin- 
quish, but in respect of which he has a fair claim to be suitably 
remunerated. 

So far of trusts from the trustee’s point of view. It is recog- 
nized that he is entitled to have the law relaxed in his favour, 
and his right of access to the court facilitated. From the point 
of view of the testator or settlor, and of the beneficiaries under 
the trust, it has been urged that the private trustee is difficult 
to find, and, when you have found him, he sometimes turns out 
to be dishonest, and misappropriates the trust funds. The 
report finds that this alleged difficulty of finding competent per- 
sons to undertake the office of trustee does exist, especially 
amongst poor people whose circle of relatives does not contain 
many persons of education ; and the loss arising from the defal- 
cations of dishonest trustees, or the negligence of careless and 
incompetent trustees, is said to be a very serious matter. The 
loss from defalcation is found to occur chiefly where the bene- 
ficiaries are uneducated persons or too poor to have recourse to 
competent legal advice ; and the opportunity for misappropria- 
tion specially arises where the trust property has passed by 
death under the control of a sole trustee. 

The recommendation that the criminal law shall be strength- 
ened in the case of parol trusts should doubtless be adopted, but 
it does not help the matter much. In the vast majority of cases 
trusts are constituted by instruments in writing. But the report 
does not go so far as to recommend the absolute security that 
might be obtained by the substitution of public for private ad- 
ministration. It finds, indeed, that there exists a widespread desire 
for facilities such as would be afforded by the establishment of 
a public trustee. ‘‘ Numerous witnesses of the very highest 
authority,” the report says, ‘“‘expressed decided opinions in 
favour of enabling those who desired it to place trust funds 
under the control and managemeut of some public authority, 
subject always to the right of that public authority to decline 
any trusts which it might appear undesirable to undertake.” 
But, at the same time, the committee agree ‘that any Act for 
the establishment of a public trustee should be entirely optional, 
except in so far as courts of justice in particular instances think 
fit to appoint a public trustee.” 

The committee find accordingly that a case has been made 
out in favour of the establishment of a system under which 
private trusts can be administered, if so desired, by or under 
the control of some official or judicial authority, which should 
also’ have the control of the trust funds, and the report pro- 
ceeds to consider in what manner, or by what machinery, such a 

can best be worked. Three plans have been suggested. 
First, the establishment of a public trust department, at the 
head of which should be a public trustee in London, with 
branches throughout the country ; secondly, the administration 


of trusts by officers of the court, under the immediate super- | 


vision and control of a judge; thirdly, the Scotch judicial 
factor system. The first system is similar to that which exists 
in New Zealand, where it has proved useful for the administra- 
tion of small intestate estates, but has not succeeded in attract- 
ing any considerable portion of the large estates; the second 
system is the present system of administration by the court 


in an action, and however the procedure may be simplified, it | 


contains the possibility, or rather probability, of undue expense. 
The third has been found to work successfully in Scotland, and 
to be at once economical and safe. ‘‘Tho judicial factor gives 
security for the due discharge of his duties, and receives such 
commission, varying from one to three per cent. per annum 
upon the income of the trust estate, as is fixed by the judge or 
the accountant of court, and he may employ solicitors or other 
professional men only where it is necessary.”’ 

In deciding between these systems the committee very properly 
insisted that “the individual who on any particular occasion 
manages the trust must not be separated either by official red- 
tape or by judicial etiquette from those with whose interests he 


has to deal.” He is not to be a person to be approached 
‘formally, and who will act only on legal evidence, but an active 
administrator of the trust. ‘If such administrators be made 
available to any who desire their services, the system would be 
of the highest utility. But if all that can be offered to the 
public is an olaborate hierarchy of hardly accessible officials, or 
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a reproduction of the tedious and costly methods of the past, it 
would be as well to leave things as they are.” 

In accordance with this very sensible opinion the committee 
have reported in favour of a system similar to the Scotch 
system of administration by judicial factors. The desired 
result is to be attained by the employment of suitable persons 
in each district, who should be subject to judicial control. The 
trust funds would be deposited in court or with the Paymaster- 
General, and if in special cases they were allowed to stand in 
the name of the administrator, he would have to give security. 
It is contemplated that in every district there should be an 
official, such as the district registrar or county court registrar, 
whose duty it might be to act when required todo so. But the 
report favours by preference the appointment of a suitable non- 
official person, such as a solicitor or accountant, who would be 
likely to be better acquainted than an official with the circum- 
stances of the trust. At the same time the person appointed, 
whoever he may be, whether official or non-official, is to act 
precisely as private trustees now act, using his own discretion, 
and proceeding, not as a judge, but as a man of business. He 
should have facility for access to a judge, and his accounts 
should be regularly audited. 

At the conclusion of the report the committee again insist 
that the system must not be compulsory. Administration in 
this manner under the control of the court is to be granted only 
at the request of the creator of the trust, or of the trustees, or 
of a beneficiary, and the court may in its discretion refuse the 
application. It appears to us that the committee have proposed 
what is likely to be a satisfactory solution of a difficult and 
intricate question. Concession has been made to those who call 
for increased control over the administration of trusts, but the 
control is to be in a form which will inflict as little hardship 
and expense as possible on beneficiaries, and, above all, no 
countenance is lent to the application of the principle of com- 
pulsion, or to the creation of a new department. 








THE MEANING OF THE WORD “LEVY” IN THE 
FINANCE ACT, 1894. 


Ir is provided by the Finance Act, 1894, s. 4, that— 

‘*For determining the rate of estate duty to be paid on any 
property passing on the death of the deceased, all property so 
passing in respect of which estate duty is leviable shall be aggre- 
gated so as to form one estate, and the duty shall be levied at the 
proper graduated rate on the principal value thereof : 

‘Provided that any property so passing in which the deceased 
never had an interest, or which, under a disposition not made by 
the deceased, passes immediately on the death of the deceased to 
some person other than the wife or husband, or a lineal ancestor 
or lineal descendant of the deceased, shall not be aggregated with 
any other property, but shall be an estate by itself, and the estate 
duty shall be levied at the proper graduated rate on the principal 
value thereof; but if any benefit under a disposition not made by 
the deceased is reserved or given to the wife or husband, ora 
lineal ancestor or lineal descendant of the deceased, such benefit 
shall be aggregated with property of the deceased for the purpose 
of determining the rate of estate duty.” 

At first sight a difficulty arises on the construction of the Act 
owing to the employment of the words ‘levied and paid”’ in 
section 1 (the section imposing estate duty), ‘‘leviable” in the 
section under consideration, and “payable” in section 21 (1) 
(the sub-section which exempts personal property settled by a 
will or disposition made by a person dying before the commence- 
ment of the Act in respect of which probate or account duty 
has been paid or is payable), It may, perhaps, be me EH (see 
Soward on Estate Duty, p. 39) that, as ‘‘levy” and “pay” 
bear different meanings, it does not follow that property in 
respect of which duty is not “payable” is property in respect 
of which duty is not “‘leviable’”—in other words, it may be 
argued that property in respect of which duty is not payable 
may be liable to be aggregated under the 4th section. It 
appears to us, however, that this view is incorrect, and that 
the apparent difficulty of construction will vanish as soon as we 
affix their true meanings to the words employed. 

The meaning of the word “bu” according to RicHarpsoy, 
is to raise, to lift up, to lift off, to collect or gather; and he 
refors to the Latin “/evare,” a word which will be found ia the 
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The meaning of the word “levy” as meaning to collect or get 
in money appears very clearly from the decisions as to a sheriil’s 
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under section 7, is Pg i trl Mr Bape een, sd | 
omission is supplied by the Naturalization (Residence ) Bill 
introduced by the Lord Chancellor, which — clause 1 that 
the residence of a child of a naturalized British subject wi 
father, or his mother being a widow, while in the service of the Crown 
out of the United Kingdom shall have, and be deemed always to have 
had, the same effect, for the purpose of section 10, sub- (5), of 
the Naturalization Act, 1870, as residence with such father or ar 
in the United Kingdom; and a al on mae 
made in all future ies of the Act of 1870. The Bill has 
5 A agg gaan has passed through committee in the House 
0 8. 
AGRICULTURAL HoLpiInes.—The Land Tenure Bill, introduced by 
= LAMBERT, which has b> al goa @ second — in the House of 
mmons, important modifications 
sees te Real it fn ata 
vely wi e gen t o compensation, 
with the consent of the to the improvements specified in 


claims, and alee Patt Te. eee eae ee : 

but, subject to these repeals, the Bill, if it law, is to 

and construed in connection with the ‘ 

the provision of section 1 of that Act, but with alteration that 
com: 


the tenant is entitled to compensation for 
at 








old writ of levari facias. So that apparently ‘‘to levy” a tax 
or duty means to collect it. 


age. it was provided by Z, C. at a sheriff is not 

to receive in respect of any extent or execution more than a cer- 
tain poundage on the amount “ that he #hall levy or extend.” 

, “Levy” in this Act when applied to thé-proceedings on a 
fi. fa. means that the sheriff has collected or raised the money, 
whether by seizure and sale of the goods (Drewe v. Lainron, 11 

’ Ad. & El. 529), or, by bein id out by the execution debtor 
after seizure (Mortimore v. Cragg, 5 0. P. D. 216), or even by 

i i the execution debtor seizure 
imited), 2 Ex. D. 459). On 


















































(Bissicks v. The Bath Colliery 
the other hand, merely seizing the goods without getting ij 
8 not avy: see Miles ¥. Harris (12 UO, B. 
. 5. 000), where, after seizure and before sale, the judgment 
and all subsequent proceedings were set aside for i ity. 
From these decisions it appears tolerably clear that ‘‘ levy,” 
as applied to money, means to collect or get in. So that where, 
in the Ist section of the Finance Act, 1894, it is enacted that 
“there shall . . . be levied and paid .. . a duty,” 
what is meant is that the proper officer shall collect, and that| prised in the ist Schedule generally 
the subject shall pay, the duty. If this construction is correct, | tenancy, and not only when he is quitting his holding at such 
it is perfectly clear that the duty cannot be leviable in cases| determination. The items in the schedule correspond in 
where it is not payable. Where, therefore, in the 4th section, | the main with those in the present schedule, but there are several 
it is provided that all property passing on the death of the s, and an personnes aying down of permanent is 
deceased ‘in respect of which estate duty is leviable” is to be fo Pert OT, ene NS ee ee eee 
aggregated, it is clear — property in respect of which duty is yas Be Gud wahescneanés, aul tos madia of 4 cod eubaake 
net payable fe att ty Se agerepiied. ments and sluices against flood, from Part I. to Part IL., 
so that in respect of them merely notice to the landlord is ° 
Moreover, the improvement of i ie uotr Sadladied ta Pint E 
and their repair in Part II., and in Part III. is inserted as a matter 
for com ion, ‘‘ continuous farming and cultivation or good 











e 


Let us consider an example. A., who died before the 2nd of 
August, 1894, gave by his will personal property to trustees on 
Sey to pay the ~y to * during rm hy = — - 

8 death as to the capital in trust for C. Now on A.’s deat 

robate duty was paid, or, at all events, became payable. The | husbandry in excess of the of cultivation or good husbandry 
4 uty weathed by A. passed on B.'s death (sec. | usual in the neighbourhood.” With to items in Part I. the 


tion 2(1) (5)), and, therefore, estate duty would have to be er _—— ae ian tf ten lentood pce rod pestemer. bendy p oan 
‘levied and paid” on it under section 1 if it had not been | 4,, +, nt the right to refer the placemat he. ~ 
for the provisions of section 21 (1), by virtue of which estate| .n4 if the arbi is of onl ay ery 
? trator pinion 

duty is not payable in respect of that personal pro » probate | tiveness of the holding, or will enhance 
duty being payable. As estate duty is not “ payable” it cannot | suitable and desirable improvement to the holding, he may authorize 
be ‘*‘leviable ” on the property te ro by A., and o— | we ang one Clause 4 a the ae epee eo 4 
on B.’s death that property is not to be aggregated with B.’s a payer ceed rs game due preservation 
own estate for the Sebene of determining the rate of duty. game by his landlord or an adjoining owner or a the claim 

The proviso to the 4th section of the Act deals with excep- hg, Bs seme See te or occupier, as ond is ts tie 
tional cases where, notwithstanding that the duty is leviable, | 5&, Clause 5 gives compensation for Gietuctasise, ° 


aggregation is not to take place, but the proviso does not direct Leodined onemesnahte oui ounaen ak and suffici oy 

aggregation in any case where the duty is not leviable, or, in| to grant a renewal of the tenancy, or requiring a higher rent or 

other words, where it is not payable. more onerous conditions as terms of such renewal, the tenant, upon 

quitting the tenancy, shall be entitled to compensation for disturb- 

adit Poor aa py yan elle al ter we 
ition to compensation a 

respect of the loss which the tenant is found to have sustained by 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


; eh See te a Page 4 the Marine giviag pel ag FS i ee ae > predien 
nsurance , which has been introdu ry the Chancellor, : : 
says that the Bill is drafted on the same lines as the Bills of Exchange | 0" for improvements, or by the eee Sa 


or breach of covenant ; clause 8 limits rents to 
the actual loss ee ty ea senee & cowaerun Ue 
agreement or covenant in res of which they are claimed. Clause 
10 provides for the appoin t 

agricultural bpp es pe 12 —- 
cropping and of disposal of produce, withstanding any stipula- 
tions to the contrary contained in the contract of tenancy, provided 
the tenant makes provision ae: Se Clause 
13 provides for the inclusion, in every aalding ot the begiang ot 
scheduled record of the condition of the holding at the 

the tenancy, and for the making of such a record by an arbitrator 
at the request of either Sa the cane of culating Tensniien, And 
clause 14 abolishes distress for rent in respect of holdings to which 
the measure applies. ‘ 

BILLs PASSED INTO LAw.—On the inst. 

iven to twenty-five public and private Bills, which 


Bill and the Sale of Goods Bill which have now become law. It 
endeavours to reproduce as exactly as possible the existing law 
relating to marine insurance, leaving any substantial amendments 
that may seem desirable to be rua, Baan. by the Legislature at a 
later stage. The Bill is founded on the Bill which was introduced in 
1894, but its provisions, as well as suggestions received from various 
sources, have been carefully coiaidealll during the recess by a com- 
mittee appointed by the Lord Chancellor, which consisted of members 
ting respectively the shipowners, the average adjusters, and 

the underwriters and insurance companies. . 
NATURALIZATION OF reste. Naturalization Act, 1870, 
— by section 7 that an alien who has been in the service of the 
rown for not less than five years, and intends, when naturalized, 
either to reside in the United Kingdom or to serve under the Crown, 
— obtain a certificate of naturalization. Section 10, which deals 
with the national status of women and children, ides by sub- 


: ’s Retirement Bill, Documen 
section (5) that where the father, or the mother a widow, has e ; Bill. 
Cbisined 0 certiilente of nebureliéatten to tn Gana Clannee (Taxation of Costs) Bill; and Metropolitan Police (Receiver) 
child of such father or mother who, during infancy, become ; —— 








resident with such father or mother in any with g the United 
Kingdom shall be deemed to be a naturalized ; but 
there is no provision for the case of children where the though 
in the service of the Crown, and therefore entitled to naturalization 
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The Law of Copyright in Designs, together with the Practice re- 
ee in the Courts and in the Patent Office; and a 
full Appendix of Statutes, Rules and Forms, the International Con- 
veation, &c. By Lewis Epmunps, D.Sc., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
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A Handy Book on the Law concerning Owner, Builder, and 
Architect. By James Water Smrru, LL.D. (Lond.), B.A. (Oxon.), 
Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson & Co. 


CASES OF THE 


Court of Appeal. 

Re W. H, CUTLER; Re STEPHENS’ TRUSTS—No. 2, 13th May. 
Luxacy—Tausrez Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 53), s. 10, sun-secrion (4) 
—AprorntuENt or New Truster—Retirninc Truster. 

In this case a question arose as to the validity of a certain appointment 
of a new trustee. The application was made in Lunacy by a petition pre- 
vented in the matter of the trusts of an indenture of cottioment dated the 

lay ly, 1875, and in the matter of the Lunacy Act, 1890, for an 
under section 136 of thé Dun 90, vesting in the petitioners, 


B. CU. Stephens and G. R. Stephens, the right to transfer or to call fora 
transfer into the names of the said petitioners as new trustees of the above- 


above-named W. H. Cutler and of Urquhart. 





WEEK. 


The petition was pre- 
settlement, her 


for life under the settlem 
Eai +. R. Stephens, and by the said 
Urgiar was one of the trustees of the settlement aad Wished to 
. er ee was the sai "HT. Cutler, who was © Taare, 
60 found by inquisition. The settlor was dead, having died in the year 1878. 
was provided that the power of appointing a new 
trustee thereof, either in immediate or more remote succession in the place 
of the said W. H. Cutler should be vested in the settlor during his life, 
and that the power of appoirting a new trustee thereof either in immedi- 
remote succession in the place of Urquhart should be vested 
Mrs. E. Frampton, the tenant for life during her life, and 
that after the death of the cettlor the power of appointing a new trustee 
in the pe of the said W. H. Cutler or any trustee thereafter appointed, 
immediate or more remote succession to him should be vested in 
acting executors or executor, administrators or administrator, 
the ssid W. H. Cutler, or the last surviving trustee of 
at class, with a similar provision in the case of Mrs. Framp- 
ten’s death for the appointment of a trustee in the place of 
Urquhart. By an indenture dated the 17th of January, 1895, made 
between hart of the first part, Mrs. E. Frampton of the second part, 
hens of the third part, and G. R. Stephens of the fourth part, 
the said Urquhart ‘‘in exercise of the power for this purpose by the 
» 1893, given to him, and of every or any other power enabling 
him in this behalf,” thereby appointed the said R. C. Stephens to be a 
of the settlement in the place of W. H. Cutler, and by the same 
indenture the said Mrs. E. Frampton appointed the said G. R. Stephens 
to be a trustee in the place of Urquhart. At the hearing of the petition 
the court a question was raised whether the said appointment by 
of R. C. Stephens as a trustee in the place of W. H. Cutler was 
or not. No question arose as to the validity of the appointment of 

G. R. Stephens. 


Tue Covrr (Lord Hatssvny and Lorrs and Kay, L.JJ.) held that 
learly a retiring trustee within the meaning of section 10, 
and that consequently the appomt- 


section 4, of the ‘irustee 
- Stephens was valid.—UCounse., Upjohn. Soxtctrors, Bird, 
Moore, $ Strode. 


[Reported by Wu. Scorr Taomrsox, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
TURNER v. GREEN—Chitty, J., 15th May. 
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for an account to be taken of all sums which had been received and 
expended by the defendant as manager of the plaintiff's business of hotel 
keeper. Immediately after the appearance had been entered to the writ 
the plaintiff took out a summons for au account under the provisions of 
kK. 8. C., ord. 15. That summons was adjourned from time to time for 
the purpose of evidence being filed in support of and in opposition 
thereto, the defendant alleging that there was a preliminary to 
be tried. e summons for an account ut length came on on the 11th of 
January, 1895, and the chief clerk, after going fully into the evidence, 
was of opinion that the summons ought to be dismissed, with costs. The 
summons was then adjourned to the judge at the instance of the plaintiff. 
On the same day F., a membér of the firm of solicitors acting for the 
plaintiff, arranged a settlement of the action with the defendant and his 
solicitors at Portemouth. It appeared that, when the agreement was 
made, the result of the proceedings before the chief clerk was known to 
F., but was not known cither to the defendant or his solicitors. 


Curtry, J., observed that it was a strong thing to say that this was a 
material fact. But, treating it as such, ought his lordship to decline to 
enforce this stay of proceedings on the terms agreed to because F., 
although aware of the result, did not disclose it when the agreement was 
made? The question was not one of fraud of the principles on 
which the court exercieed its judicial discretion in granting or withhold. 
ing 8 Tformance. 1t was not contended that there was any duty 
to lose, Du t non-disclosure was shabby, and not consistent with 
the usual practice of solicitors of high standing, and that the agreement 
ought not, on that ground, to be specifically performed ; but the court 
could not act on that. The distinction between suppression when there 

one. His lordship 


was a duty to disclose and mere silence Was & very 
agreed wir the statement of the law by Campbell, L.C., in Wali 


























é ig Ve 
— (3 De G. F. & J. 718), and thought that it was of general ap- 
plication excep ’ ntracts requiring —uderrima fi 3, which 





a = * 

Rev. Rep. 22) was relied on for the ; 

Manners, L.C., shewed that he had in bis mind cases where there was a 
duty to disclose, and the decision could be supported on the second 
ground on which it was based. That case was very special in its circum- 
stances. The case before the court now fell far short of it, and there 
must be an order to stay.—Covunset, Macnaghten ; Butcher. Sowtcrrons, 
Mear § Fowler ; Emanuel, Round, § Nathan, for Ivens § Phelps, Portsmouth. 


[Reported by J. F. Watery, Barrister-at-Law.} 


DOUGLAS v, DEROY—Kekewich, J., 10th May. 


Venvor AND Purcnaser—Speciric PerrorMANCE—OoNTRACT TO ASSIGN 
LxeasE—UCovENANT NOT TO ASSIGN EXCEPT TO RESPONSIBLE Penson—Cone 
SENT OF LANDLORD. 


This action was brought by the plaintiff for specie performance of an 
agreement by the defendant for the assignment of a sub-Jease, and for 
damages. The defendant was the lessee of a shop and buildings at 
Brighton for the residue of a term of twenty-one years from the 25th of 
March, 1889, at the yearly rent of £200. The sub-lease under which he 
held contained a covenant that he would “‘ not at any time during the 
said term sell, assign, or make over the lease or the term so demised, or 
underlet (for any term exceeding three years from date of such under- 
lease) the said premises or any part thereof to any person or persons 
without the previous consent in writing of the desscr, and delivering at 
the expense of the lessee unto the lessor an attested copy of every such 
assignment,’’ but such consent should ‘‘ not be withheld from an assign- 
ment or under-lease (for a term exceeding three years) to a respectable 
and responsible person. By an agreement in writing, dated the 4th of 
October, 1894, the defendant agreed, for the consideration and subject to 
the conditions therein mentioned, to assign the lease to the plaintiff, and 
the plaintiff paid a deposit of £17 in part payment of the purchase- 
money. The agreement contained no reference to the covenant not to 
assign without the consent in writing of the landlord, but it was not dis- 
puted that the plaintiff had notice of the covenant. In response to the 
request of the defendant the plaintiff gave two references, who, in reply 
to the defendant’s inquiries, stated that, in their opinion, the plaintiff was 
a trustworthy person, and his position warranted him in taking an assign- 
ment of the ee was adequate for the performance of all the 
conditions. These replies the defendant forwarded to the lessor’s solici- 
tors, who were, however, not satisfied as to the plaintiff's responsibility, 
and were unable to advise their client, the lessor, to grant his licence to 
assign. On this the defendant declined to execute the assignment, and 
again put up the premises to let. The plaintiff accordingly brought an 
action asking for specific performance of the agreement, contending that 
the lessee was bound by his contract, notwithstanding the fact that the 
lessor had refased to grant his licence to assign. The cases cited were 
Treloar v. Bigge (22 W. R. 843, L. R. 9 Ex. 151), Hyde v. Warden (26 W. R. 
201, 3 Ex. D. 272), Sear v. House Property and Investment Society (29 W. R. 
192,16 Ch D. 387), and Ehite v- Hay (72 L. T. 281). 

Kexewicu, J., said that the main point on which the defendant relied 
was that the plaintiff had not been shewn to be ‘‘a responsible person.” 
His lordship read the proviso in the lease as to assignment and as to the 
granting by the landlord of consent to assign, and said that, were it not 
for the authority of the cases cited to him, it would not have been difficult 
to hold that that proviso contained an agreement on the part of the lessor 
not to withhold consent, and that if he did so an action would lie 

him. But from the cases cited it appeared that such a proviso, 
coming as it did in the midst of a batch of covenants by the lessee, was not 
to be ed as a covenant by the lessor, but only asa qualification of 
the lessee’s covenant, and the result of that construction was that no 
action would lie against the lessor for withholding his consent. What, 
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except toa responsible person. That was the meaning of White v. Hi 
and lordship would have had no difficulty in following that c aly 
in deciding in plaintiff’s favour were it not that a question had arisen as 
to whether or no the plaintiff in this action was a ree yen person. 
That was a question of fact. The burden of proof lay neither entirely on 
the plaintiff nor entirely on the defendant. Having regerd, however, to 
the fact that the plaintiff had not gone into the witness box, that the 
landlord had refused his licence to assign, the position the defendant was 
in, and the measure of damages for which he would be liable (as decided 
in Williams v. ) in an action by the lessor for breach of covenant ; 

these and all the circumstances of the case into consideration his 


taking 
had failed to make ont a_case-f r 
y 





lordship thought that the _plainti 


tiff ‘0 
Specitic” performance, and di action acco CounsgL, 
E. W. Martelli ; Warrington, Q.C., and Harman. Soricrrons, Ashukst, Morris, 
Crisp, § Co. ; Potter, Sandford, § Kilvington. , ? 
[Reported by C. C. Hexstey, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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Re LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY C€0., SLATER v. SLATER 
—Kekewich, J., 11th May. 


Practice—Perririon—Summons—Costs—R. 8. C., LV., 2, Sun-nvze (r1.) 


This was a petition presented by a trustee and some of the beneficiaries 
M under or ment out of court O of a sum Of Over 
y the Lancashire and Yor way Co., and for the 


into co’ 
transfer of the balance to the credit of a partition action, in which an order 
























had been made declaring the rights of the parties interested. The respond- 
ents were others of the beneficiaries and the railw: and appeal 
by the same solicitors. Rule 2 of order 55 of the Rules of the Supreme 
" ; & the business to be disposed of in chambers— 
namely, sub-rule (i.), ‘‘ Applications for payment or transfer to any per- 
son of any cash or securities standing to the credit of any cause or matter 
where there has been a judgment or order declaring the rights, or where 
the title depends only upon proof of the identity or the birth, m: e, or 
death of any person.” It was contended by the railway company that 
the application should have been made by summons, and not by petition. 
Kexewicu, J., said that although the petition asked that the fund 
should be carried to the credit of an action, it was nevertheless an 
‘‘ application for payment or transfer to any person” witbin sub-rule (i.) 
of rule 2 of order 55 (Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883). And that being 
so, although the matter was a complicated one, and one which could be 
conveniently brought on by petition, the rule ought nevertheless to be 


= 














applied, and the railway company must pay such costs only as would have 
been properly in matter heen brough 7 & summons, 
and attended by conneel on adjournment to a judge in c bers. His 
lordship also said that the se te a ces msel must be 
pro iy” 1racae Bramivé avis, Q.C., and O. L y and 


. Clare ; 
P. 0. Lawrence ; Upjohn. Sorrcrrons, Harrison § Powell, for T. H. Winder, 
Bolton ; Woodcock, Ryland, § Parker. 


[Reported by C. C. Hensury, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re EYRE, McANDREW v. NORRIS—Romer, J., 11th May. 


GREEMENT IN CoNSIDERATION or Marrirace—Consrperation— Stature or 
Fravups (29 Car, 2, c. 3). 


This was an action against the executors of John J. Eyre for the pay- 
ment of a sum of £3,377 10s. under a marriage agreement. The plaintiffs 
were a daughter and a son-in-law of Mr. Eyre. Prior to the marriage 
Mr. Eyre wrote to the plaintiff Mr. J.J. McAndrew: ‘‘I — to give m 
daughter Teresa £100 a year to commence on the Ist of June, 1875, an 
£3,000 at my death. Perhaps at my death circumstances may enable me 
to do more.’? The defendants, inter alia, set up the Statute of Frauds asa 
defence to the claim. 

Romer, J., held that the plaintiffs’ claim failed. His lordship referred to 
Hawes v. Armstrong (1 Scott, 661), and observed that from the document 
which the Soman set up it would be impossible to infer that marriage was 
the consideration, and the only consideration, for the undertaking. It was, 


i 





| haying regard to the document alone, possi su that m e 
was the consideration, Dut it was impossible ‘2 ell- 
) group nfe ch was the .—CounssL, Hopkinson, Q.C., 
and John Simmonds; Neville, Q.C., and Mulligan. Soxtscrrons, G. J, 


Marsh ; Norris ¢ Norris. 
(Reported by J. Anrnur Paice, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Quesen’s Bench Division. 
WARD v. MONAGHAN—13th May. 


Covgnant—Liquipatep Damaces—Prnatty-—Pvusiic-novse—SrievLaTIon 
THAT TENANT ON CONVICTION FOR ANY OFFENCE UNDER THE LICENSING 
ACTS SHOULD THEREUPON Pay £50 ny way or LiqurpaTzp Damaazs. 


/ This was an eppee! from the decision of the county court judge at 
Blackburn, who had decided in favour of Monaghan, the defendant in the 





then, was this covenant? It was a covenant by the lessee not to assign 


















































zit Meaghan, by shih be coved oda. 2 eo. Si JA 
tem ‘ollo ‘or one to a 
Sat Geuns known as The Hornby's pat ow oA covenant 
in the lease was as follows: 


sale ts be codtiek, tae ak oe the provisions of 
suffer to be omitt contrary to 

Act for the time being force a conviction 
before a court of summary j or otherwise, 
event immediately after conviction pay to the lessor the sum of 
and by way of liquidated damages any and every such act, and that 


pe heer hengptig egpiedy pponnnndin Segoe SE 
e pre as for rent arrear on a common 
manner as he rent here . 


any way abridge, 
diminish, or otherwise udice the lessee’s claim to damages for 
breach of the pci contained. ‘And alec will not do 


ccsinaed any os oheoolar tal Meeaaet ecaiieene tas adien Snead eines 
omitted any act w licences necessary for using premises 
as public-house may be forfeited, or the renewal thereof with- 


’ 
held.’’ In September Monaghan duly took over possession of the public- 
bente, but in Deceedheranat notice to quit in the March, which 
notice was accepted by his landlord. In the meantime, in January, he was 


convicted of having sold beer to certain customers 


be enforced by way of liquidated damages, and ad 
instead £5 by way of penalty. From that decision 
the appellant it was submitted that the question whether 
paid on conviction was to be paid by way of “ 
** penalty ’’ — solely on the construction to 
ment itself. The stipulation was not that 
pit ssn hPa the Licensing? Acts of sufficient im 
tting such an act t as was t import- 
ance for the to convict for. On behalf of the respondent it 
was contended that the sum was, in fact, a penalty, and that its character 
was not altered by the attempt of the pariies to describe it as ‘‘ liquidated 
d .? Tt was far too a sum for the 
Equity would not enforce an o ve 
question the courts refused to hold themselves bound 
words ‘‘ liquidated damages’? in the document, and looked 
intention of the parties. The county court j was, therefore, ie 
holding that £5 was the full amount of the that such a con 


merited. 
Iord Russett, C.J., in giving judgment, said the result arrived 
at by the county court judge was wrong, and the mu 
allowed. He did not think it was necessary or indeed nee yard for him 
to go into an elaborate review of the various cases that been cited, for 
when once it appeared that it was a question of construction 
particular contract between the parties that the court alone had to decide 
upon, then the consideration of many of 
one far away from the point. It seemed 
was, what had 8 contracted P bey bad contracted to p 

: of some spe rm 


the 
claim, on the ground that such a covenant was “taut —— 








sum on 











ce n detinite 
pense anda troud! n aeciall 





Was there any reason Or any ru 
cont being carried through? Here an 
happened, there had been a conviction 

of great importance that a public-house sh have a ye awe tf 
it was, therefore, reasonable that a landlord especially, when he let a 

on a yearly tenanc shel quant Maes ee ee 


to his will the like, and he had done so present case by a 

ee it See tho Sauna’ cheald pay bien 200 A 
as liquidated aig ges eteag een ¥. 3 
(L. R. 4H. L. E. & I. App., at p. 30), v. Lovell (L. Rk. 9 O. P. 100), 4 
and especially —_ v. Weldon (2 B. & P-346), Had been relied upon to 7 
shew that where the ‘was less than the amount claimed the court : 
should disregard such a stipulation and such a sum by way of 


penalty as the justice of the case was 
occurrence in the case of charter-parties, where probably £500 or a £1,000 
was to be paid on the event of a breach of 
small. There was no 
intention of th ‘patie at the time the 
ntention o e 

th 






while he admitted that 


an element of im maar dectdin, 
tract was made. 
recover 


Ww 
that the landlord was entitled to 


be carried out. @ preseut reed that the 
sum of £50 should be paid “as : a. 
mae intention of 


. Before the exhaustive examination 






Cuanrzs, J., of all the 4 
authorities on this point of law was made by the Court of Appeal in the AS 
epee of ee ith (21 Ch. D. 243) it was supposed that some definite ; 
rule for ws Bowe 


consideration 











action. The question for the court to decide was whether a stipulation 
in the lease under which Monaghan was a. yearly tenant of one of the 
plaintiff's public-louees, to the effect that in the event of the tenant being 
convicted of any Offence under the Licensing Acts he should thereupon 
say to tis Tandlord the sum of £50 iw the nature of a penalty, o 
whéther, upon @ conviction, the whole amount became recoverable by the 

The facts were these: In October, 1894 


andiord as liquidated damages. .—~ 
W. Ward, as manager of o brewery company, entered into an agreement 
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that in the event of a conviction the sum of £50 should be recoverable as 
damages by the landlord. That seemed to him a reasonable 

covenant, and one likely to save the jes themselves trouble and 
, and there was nothing in the authorities cited that would com- 
to hold that that sum was not recoverable by way of liquidated 
amages, since there was no rule of law which made void the contract that 
ne parties had themselves entered into. Judgment must, therefore, be 
atered for the appellant for the amount claimed.—CounsgL, Thomas 
Terrell; Frank Newbolt. Sotscrrons, F. J. Thair'wall, for Ainsworth, 
$ Howson, Blackburn ; Pritchard, Englefield, § Co., for R. Riley, 
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[Reported by Easxtxx Rerp, Barrister-at-Law. } 


WICHOLSON v. LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY CO.— 
14th May. 


Ramway Company—Passencer Trarric—Fare tn excess or Maxtucm. 


The-plaintiff in this action claimed a declaration that £1 10s. 2d. was 
‘he proper charge which the defendants were entitled fo make in respect 
a journey between Victoria and Calais, and he also sought to 

i in excess of the legitimate 

in of four The main questions wé er 

were bound to carry first-class passengers between Victoria 
and Dover at the uniform rate of 3d. per mile, and whether they were 
entitled to make any c e for traneferring reg. ed luggage from the 
train to the steamboat at Dover. The defendants alleged that under two 
Acts of Parliament passed before the year 1860, and relating to the Mid- 
Kent Railway and the Victoria and Pimlico Railway, they were entitled to 
charge higher rates for certain sections of their line, which had formed 
part of those railways. The plaintiff contended that the right to charge 
toe higher rate was extinguished by the London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway tan Extensions) Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. clxxvii ), 
s. 103, which provides that: *‘ For through traffic the company may 
demand and receive upon and in respect of the railway by this Act autho- 
rised, and also, if conveyed by them over any other railway in this Act 
» upon and in respect of such other railway such and the same 

for the use thereof, and for the use of carriages and engines provided 
them, as they shall for the time being be authorized to demand upon 
in respect of the railways by the recited Acts authorized. Provided 
ways that in calculating distances for the purposes of the tolls payable 
to the company for through traffic conveyed or to be conveyed by them 
over any railway other than those authorized by this Act, such other rail- 
way the railways by this Act authorized shall be deemed one con- 
tinuous line of railway.” The rate under the recited Acts was 3d. per 





7) 





Bags 


Maruew, J., after referring to the contentions of the parties, said: I 
think the construction put by the plaintiff upon the Act of 1860 is correct, 
and the defendants are only entitled to make a uniform charge of 3d. per 
mile. As to the for additional eervice, the compan i 
powers to extend their line to the landward end of the Admiralty Pier at 
Dover, but there was no power to make any charge beyond the ordinary 
mileage rate. An arrangement was made with the Admiralty, who had 
constructed a railway in continuaticn of the company’s system, that a sum 
of about £1,100 a year should be paid by the company in respect of the 
accommodation provided. The company carried over 100,900 passengers 
each year on the pier, and if the £1,100 were distributed among the 
aseengers carried it would be only a small sum for each passenger. I 
find any authority of the company to make any extra charge 

the ordinary rate for camelan passengers along the pier. 
is there any statutory power to make a charge for transferring 
to the steamboat, and I do not think the company were entitled 
it. There was no special bargain in this case as to transferring 
and it seems to be a matter analogous to transferring luggage 
platform to another, which is part of the ordinary contract of 
» The declaration asked for was made, and judgment given for 

plaintift for the sums claimed.—Counsz1,, Channell, Q.0., E. Moon, and 

5 Cripps, -» and Mansel Jones. Souicttors, Munton § Morris ; 
L. Morgan. 
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[Reported by T. B.C. Ditz, Barrister-at-Law. j 


BOWER & CO. v. HETT—1l4th May. 
Bawxrvercy Acr, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 71), s. 11, sun-section 2— 
Szizunp—PayMENT MADE UNDER AN Execution—‘‘ To avorp Satz’’?— 
Paymant to tHe High Bamirr mape By A STRANGER—NEGLIGENCE OF 


Hien Bawyrr—Notice or Payment to Exzcution Crarprrorn—Oounty 
Covrr Ruxzs, onp. 2, x. 32. 


Se Se eiet of Bo inten of the Bull County Court. This 
wolved a question as to the effect of section 11, sub-section 2, of 
8 It arose in the following way. The plaintiffs 
were merchants, and in September, 1894, the 

recovered judgment Walter Denton, an ironmonger, for £23 15s. 8d. 
On the 29th of September a warrant of execution was delivered to the 
defendant, who was the high bailiff of the Brigg County Court. On the 
1st of ane the aeeatent's = oye Lag to Denton’s shop, and there 
entered an arrangement not to remain in possession, but a letter was 
addressed to the defendant by Denton’s manager, in which it was 
the defendant was entitled to enter into possession when he 
defendant had already entered under an earlier warrant, and 
October a third warrant was delivered to him. On the 
peared, and it was afterwards discovered that he 


FEE 


3rd of October the defendant’s assistant went to 
keys, and. at 2 o’clock, when the shop was 
being s half-holiday, the keys were handed over to him. 
e same afternoon, went to the defendant 


ee ene 


Denton’s father, on 








and offered to pay the amount of all the warrants he then held if the keys 
were returned. Accordingly, the keys were handed back to the father, 
and on the next day the warrants were paid off, including the plaintiffs 
warrant. Ord. 2, r. 32, of the County Court Rules requires that in cases 
where the high bailiff is required under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, to hold 
the proceeds of an execution for fourteen days, he shall, within 
twenty-four hours after the completion of the levy, send notice 
thereof to the execution creditor. No such notice was ever 
sent to the plaintiffs, and the defendant retained the sum’ 
id by n ther. On fhe 16th of October, in conséequéiice 
of a petition in bankruptcy having been filed Denton, the 
defendant received notice from the official receiver that he was not to 
with the money. A receiving order was made, and on the 12th of | 
November the defendant handed the money over to the official receiver. 
The plaintiffs broug ved to their use, and 








in not levying 
manner ; and (3) in se . : . F. 37. 
judge decided for the defend on po’ Section 11, sub- 
section 2, of the Bankru Act, 1890, provides that ‘‘ where under an 
execution in respect of a judgment for a sum exceeding twenty pounds the 
goods of a debtor are, sold or money is peid in_ order to avo’ ao the 
sheriff shall deduct his costé of the execution from the p of sale or 
the money paid, and retain the balance for fourteen days, and if within 
that time notice is se on of a ptc tition having been 
presented against or by the debtor, and a recei order is made ugainst 
the debtor thereon or on any other petition of which the sheriff has notice 
the sheriff shall pay the balance to the official receiver, or, as the cave 
may be, to the trustee, who shall be entitled to retain the same as 
against the execution creditor. For the plaintiffs, it was contended that 
‘the money paid to avoid a sale’’ contemplated by the Act was such 
money as would be subtracted from the debtor’s estate, and did not 
include money paid by a stranger under such circumstances that he could 
not afterw recover it over against the debtor. It was further 
contended the goods were never actually taken under the execution, and 
that, therefore, the money could not be eaid to be under an 
execution, for the Act says ‘‘ to avoid sale’’ not ‘‘ to avoid seizure.’’ On 
the subject of damages it was urged that they should be more than 
nominal, because if the defendant had ente: into and continued in 
possession on the Ist of October Denton’s father might very possibly 
have made the same proposal then as he did subsequently, and so the 
money would have been paid previously to the of fourteen days 
before the official receiver’s notice. On behalf of the respondent it was 
argued that the facts proved amounted to a seizure (Gladstone v. Padwick, 
L. R. 6 Exch. 203), and that it was so found by the judge; that it was 
immaterial to the words used in the section where the money 
came from so long as it was paid in order to avoid a sale ; and that it was 
obvious that the father’s motive in paying the money was to ward off tha 
diagrace to his son of having his business sold up. 

Tus Court (Lord Russet, C.J., and Cuarxes, J.) reversed the 


of the ° 
USsELL, O.J., said that he agreed with the learned county court 


7 
judge that the high bailiff did seize the goods in the shop under = 
‘he 


m dis- 













ent 


plaintiffs’ warrant, but that he afterwards abandoned them. 
money paid by Denton’s 


‘father was save the son fro 
son’s a way 


6B in 861 a: 







y 
per person depend 11, sub-section 2, of the Bankruptcy 
Kote 1890. Whether or not seizure was necessary did not need to be 
decided, as he had arrived at the conclusion that aseizure had taken place. 


As to whether the payment was made ‘‘ an execution,’’ the statute 
did_not say “ after an execution”’ or ‘‘ in execution.” 
sure or stress of an execution—that is to say, against 


the person a whom the execution made. The words were 
wide, but on the whole he was inclined to think that in that sense the 
money was not paid ‘‘ under an execution.”” Nor was it made to ‘‘ avoid 
a sale.” It was made to avoid a seizure—in order posseseion of the 
Keys. Then, did the section contemplate a payment made by anyone? 
It did not. The policy of the Act was to secure the equal distribation 
of the debtor’s property among his creditors, and it could not properly 
be said that it was necessary for that semi that money should be in- 
cluded which was paid by a person wholly unconnected with the bank- 
rapt, who paid.it direct to the sheriff, and not on behalf of the bankrupt, 
but behind his back and without his solicitation, and under such circum- 
stances as laid the bankrupt under no legal obligation to repay it. 
Cuarwes, J., concurred. In addition to the reasons given by Lord 
Russell, C.J., he thought that the father paid under circumstances which 
could not be said to be under an execution. It was certainly by reason of 
the execution issued, but the Act says not “‘ because of an execution,”’ but 
‘* under an execution.” These words were not wide enough to cover the 
circumstances under which the debtor’s father the amount of the 
warrants.—CounseL, Montague Lush and Sidney Clarke ; Cyril Dodd, Q.C. 
Soxtcrrors, Oldman, Clabburn, ¢ Co, for C. E. Gresham, Hull; Collyer, 
Bristow, § Co., for Iaverack ¢ Son, Hull. 
(Reported by C. G. Witsranam, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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Moneys. 
This was the consideration of the report of the Committee of the Incor- 
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porated Law whom charges of 
rofessiona! ippear trom thie 


é " 

see yee ay yen! +» said ne bene with the — he eg to 
it out w reading the report committee though was 

$0 70 into those matters ie. which tie committee had not found 


uitted him. Second y, it was import hi idle Of the circum 
ERCETEBSUIA be considered, for éven matters which did not amount to pro- 
fessional misconduct might throw a light on the matters with to 
which the respondent had been convicted by the committee. One further 
general observation —_ be made. In the report by the committee 
reference was made to the fact that the ee aa have 
been bar Fags. and bad not made the inq or the ——— 
tions which a more careful business man might have . 
rather treated by the committee as being a fact favourable to the solicitor. 
In his opinion the greater the confidence reposed in eseional 
the greater was pportance 0: ning to the high 
as @ profession an. he facts of the case were 
lainant was Mr. D. W. Reeve, of Matlow, who clearly 
usiness man. It was not unimportant to remember, and 
known to the solicitor, that the moneys he was dealing with 
own, but those of his mother, for whom he was acting 
trustee, owing to her state of health. Now there Were 
sense three, c the solicitor which were found 
but there were others as to which the committee took a 
to the solicitor. Of these latter the first was that the solicitor advised 
complainant, hig client, to invest the mother’s money in impro) 
securities—namely, in the purchase, in July, 1892, of fourteen deben 
of the Savoy Turkish Baths Co. (Limited). No one could doubt that this 
was & ve investment which no solicitot could have properly 
advised trust money to be invested in, and so carelessly was the interest 


* ucTre . uc peut 
guilty, the cour, ment tind Mim @ulity, wnounr 
u important that tl 


of his client looked after that five of the debentures were not duly stamped 

at first. The committee, however, found that there was not 

misconduct, and the court would not interfere with the finding, it 

found that the solicitor had no personal interest at the time in the com 

pany and believed that the investment would not involve loss. Another 

charge was in relation to his advice to the complainant to advance £1,000 

on a mortgage to the firm of Messrs. Beeching & Row, stationors. The 

finding was that ‘‘the respondent recommended the complainant to 

advance £1,000 out of his mother’s money to 5 & Row on 

a security which was, in fact, insufficient, but was believed by him to be 

good, having to the rate of interest; that the complainant was 

satisfied to leave the matter entirely in the réspondent’s hands, 

making any inquiry or investigation, and that the respondent had 

mal interest in the transaction beyond the desire to agsist his 
essrs. Beeching & Row.” The court did not question this 

| was rather surprising that another circumstance connected 

transaction was not referred to in terms of reprobation. 

ha pene was that the whole of the £1,000 advanced in August, 1 

paid to the account of the respondent. Next day he paid over a s 

£300, instead of the whole, to Messrs. Beeching & Row, end. in tact, be 
never did aoteatly pay the wholé amount. He paid £361 more - 
quently, an Te a balance o! unaccounted for till very much 
later. The fact that this sum Was used for his own was entirely 
kept back from his client. The committee might well have commented on 
this conduct. Coming to another t, the complainant 
entitled for life to the interest on £6,500, advanced by the trus- 
tees of his settlement on mosignee. The interest was collected 
by the solicitor. He was in the it of recei it, and it was his 
duty to hand it over at once. On November 24, 1893, he gave a 
for £100 to the complainant, saying that the rest had not been 
whereas it had been, in fact, received on the 9th; but the 


the same 
mdent said he would have paid the interest over at 
tween him and the complainant had not al 
committee found that he did not wilfully n preser 
account or ary — a the interest. 


ne 0 an oO rhe ba CO 
arpows, temporarily,» portion of the 
P tem y,& po sum 
P , who gone to Australia, to 
‘arm ; some of the money was retained to pay y 
found that although the yee oO ee eee dey 


to which the £400 was pro’ 7 eee 
pada ay De ving to the 
the fact that costs were 


, 
him, he migit have thought he was entitled to act as he did. 
another circumstance which the committee t have 
respondent paid to his own account a 
which the complainant had given him 
cpocte peers of paying an auctioneer’s account ; 
that account till the 20th of February. 
Feb: he drew two sums of £100 and 
placed to his own credit as he was 
the charges which were not found to d. 
erred on the side of harshness; they had made a very careful 


one 
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which were found to be proved, the first wes that. 
the to invest the mother’s money: 
£1,300 on the Princess's 
a ans 
as 





Cuantzs, J., concurred.—Couxs Hollams ; Morten; Murphy, 2.0 
and Scarlett. Soxticrrors, 8. Bue 3 Tarry, Sherlock, ¢ King; Mear 


“(Le understand the case is to be appealed, the nam 
——mmsmme (Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law.] | 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. - 
April 27.—Anrruur Joun Brynzy (Bank-street, Sheffield). 
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oR sa to protect themselves by taking the directions of a 
judge in regard to the exercise of their duties, but the fear of 
expense is apt to deter conscientious trustees from taking this course in a 
small estate. In return for the protection thus offered the Courts of 
@ more rigorous standard to the conduct of trustees than 

to the caee of other bailees. They are not allowed to delegate their duties 
unless authorized to do so by the terms of their appointment, and will be 
bree Dineen responsible for any misapplication of the funds by a 
or solicitor, or even a co-trustee, which has been made ble 

by their parting with those funds, unless in strict compliance with the 
course of business. They are also personally responsible if they 

depart the directions of the instrument appointing them, even if that 
departure be due to a perfectly honest misunderstanding of their duties. 
In a recent decision in the House of Lords, Spaight v. Gaunt, a step was 
taken in the direction of alleviating the position of a trustee, and the over- 
whelming weight of opinion among the witnesses who gave evidence before 
your committee was in favour of a still further alleviation. Your com- 
mittee recommend that the court be empowered to relieve any trustee from 
personal -g eapemae dl when satisfied that he has acted honestly, reason- 
» with intention of carrying out the terms of the trust, and ought 
fairly to be excused for having acted without the directions of the court. 
They also recommend that the court be empowered to give sanction 
beforehand to such ee from the terms of any trust as have become 
a Soe to altered circumstances, and are for the advantage of 
those ly interested. They also consider that the practice in 
obtaining the direction of a judge, which has been described as a litigation 
in miniature, ought to be cheapened and simplified. Under present 
circumstances it is not surprising to learn that much difficulty is found in 
inducing competent persons to undertake the office of trustee. The 
gentlemen representing the Incorporated Law Society expressed the 
that this had been gerated. There may have been exaggera- 

in some quarters, but there can be little doubt that the difficulty is 
very real increasing, especially with poor people, whose circle of 
relatives does not contain many persons of education. Apart from the 
difficulty of finding competent persons to act as trustees, the frequency of 
instances in which beneficiaries suffer loss from the defalcations of dis- 
honest trustees, or the negligence of careless and incompetent trustees, is 
@ very serious matter. Probably few trustees contemplate dishonesty 
when they first enter upon their duties, or have the opportunity of being 
dishonest while they are associated with others in the trust. It is when 
all the trustees except one have died or retired, and no fresh appointments 
have been made, that the temptation and opportunity arise. And the 
cases in which the temptation prevails are often those in which the trust 
has continued for a considerable number of years, and the circumstances 
or position of the trustee has been altered. However this may be, 
the evidence puts it beyond question that large sums of money 
are annually misappropriated by private trustees. No doubt the 
so stolen bears but a small proportion to the vast sums in trust 
country; but though accurate statistics upon such a subject 
are not available, the highest authorities confirm the prevalent opinion 
of the lic that much loss and consequent suffering is caused by 
of malversation ; and those who suffer are chiefly the poorer and 
more helpless. In great estates, where the best legal advice and super- 
vision are attainable, and | ageaag of responsible position can be obtained 
as trustees, the riek is much lees than with small properties. A great deal 
of troublesome and gratuitous work is undoubtedly done by trustees in 
all classes of life, and, in the great majority of cases, with entire honesty ; 
but if trustees are disposed to be dishonest they have much greater 
difficulty in compassing their ends where the beneficiaries are educated 
ple, with access to legal advisers of good position, than where the 
Beneficiaries are themselves uneducated or too poor to obtain efficient 
assistance. A suggestion was made in the course of our inquiry which, if 
, would certainly be of considerable value. Most of the cases 

which trust moneys are stolen appear, as already stated, to be those in 
which, either under the terms of the original appointment or by the death 
of a co-trustee, the property is vested in a single person. Obviously it is 
more difficult for a man to commit a dishonesty where the concurrence of 
another is needed. Accordingly it was suggested that, at all events where 
trust moneys standing in the name of two or more trustees pass by sur- 
vivorship to the sole control of one person, the law ought to forbid any 
alienation of the fund by the surviving trustee without preliminary notice 
to the cestui que trust. There might be difficulties in carrying out these 
renin which it would be inappropriate here to consider. There 
still remain the cases in which the trust funds consist of cash, 
negotiable securities, book debts, merchandise, personal chattels, and other 
property not stan in any names. There would also remain the cases 
of oh otek ot y the combined dishonesty of two or more trustees, 
8 of less frequent occurrence, do nevertheless occur, 

ob well as those = oman . —— trustee procures from innocent 
inattentive co the signatures necessary to enable him to 

a fraud. fn some degree greater strictness in the criminal 

jw might tend to diminish misappropriation of trust funds. Under 
the yn law a simple trustee who misappropriates property 
to own use is not liable to criminal walees the 
constituted by come instrument in writing; whereas a person 
with peey for safe custody in his capacity of banker, 
, broker, solicitor, or other agent of a like character, who mis- 
it, is liable to criminal proceedings. No doubt the excuse 
this distinction is that in the latter instance the character of the 
sufficiently denotes the nature of the duty, while in case of 


ordinary persons roperty with no written instrument describing 
the nature of their duty, the 


might be placed in unfair peril if it were 
possible upon merely oral Gatones of the nature of the trust to convict 
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them criminally of having violated it. But, although this consideration 
points to the necessity of caution in altering the law, it does not justify 
the continuance of a law which enables many persons guilty of —— 
money indisputably held upon parol trusts to escape the punishment whic 
they deserve. Your committee recommend such an alteration of the law 
as shall end this anomaly. It appears, however, to your committee that 
no extension of the crim: law will be sufficient to provide a remedy for 
existing evils. The criminal law already punishes those who misappro- 

riate property which they hold as trustees under a written instrument, 

t such misapp’ tion is stiil too common. Some further remedy is 

required. It would be an immense benefit if those who desire to place 
their money in trust for others, or to have their money distributed at their 
death, or who are the beneficiaries under trusts, could know that there 
was within their reach a cheap method by which they could secure just 
administration of the trust funds with an absolute assurance of security. 
It would also be a benefit to trustees, who from unforeseen difficulty or 
from altered circumstances might desire to be relieved of their burden, 
that oer should be able without expense to transfer to competent and 
responsible hands those duties which they can no longer sa torily or 
conveniently disc Unquestionably, there exists a widespread desire 
for some such ties; and numerous witnesses of the very highest 
authority expressed decided opinions in favour of enabling those who 
desired it to place trust funds under the control and ment of some 
public authority, subject always to the right of that public authority to 
decline any trusts which might appear undesirable to undertake. A Bill 
for the establishment of a public trustee was introduced by the late 
Government in 1890, and passed through the House of Lords, after being 
carefully considered. It was approved by all the law lords, and met with 
the general assent of that House. It was afterwards introduced by Mr. 
Goschen, then Chancellor of the Exchequer, into the House ef Commons, 
oo it did not reach a second reading. Similar Bills have been pre- 
viously introduced in the House of Commons _—— Howard Vincent 
and Mr. Warmington. The Incorporated Law Society deputed two 
gentlemen, the Incorporated Law Society of Dublin deputed one, and the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies also deputed one to represent their 
views. The ground taken in their evidence by all those gentlemen was 
substantially the same; they did not consider that beneficiaries do in fact 
sustain such losses from dishonest trustees as would justify the introduc- 
tion of the pee change. They considered that any such project 
would involve additional expense in the administration of trusts; that an 
official trustee could not exercise the discretion required in such matters, 
for example, as making payments for the maintenance or advancement of 
children or the approva! of marriages, the granting of leases, the m inage- 
ment of mines, or the oe on of businesses, and that upon each step 
he would have to be satisfied by legal evidence at considerable expense of 
every fact relating to the family history or requirements which would be 
known without mare | to a private trustee. Speaking generally, their 
criticisms were directed rather against the administration than against the 
custody by a public official of trust moneys. A further ground of objec- 
tion was, that though it was proposed to make the employment of a public 
trustee purely voluntary, yet hereafter, when the expense of establishing 
that functionary and his office had been incurred, and there was found to 
be no business, or not sufficient to defray the expenses of the establish- 
ment, Parliament would to make the employment of the public 
trustee compulsory. In this apprehension your committee are unable to 
concur, though they agree that any Act for the establishment of a public 
trustee should be entirely optional, except in so far as courts of justice in 
particular instances think fit to appoint a public trustee. In regard to 
the other objections, your committee, while not questioning the good 
faith with which they were presented, cannot accept them as valid. No 
one can doubt that the best method of administering trusts is by private 
trustees, if men can be found competent, honest, and willing. The 
difficulty arises where competent persons cannot be found, or where per- 
sons, believed to be honest, shew themselves dishonest. The extent to 
which defalcations occur has been already dealt with. Experience in 
Scotland and in New Zealand, to which reference is made later, has not 
shown that complaint arises on the score of expense, and if proper rules 
are made there need not be any complaint on that score in og In 
the great bulk of trusts no delicate Cicontion has to be exercised, nor is 
it obvious why a judicious public trustee should not exercise a wise discre- 
tion in such matters, as is constantly done by judges in the case of wards 
of court. As regards the alleged necessity of a public trustee satisfying 
himself by legal and costly evidence of family facts or family requirements, 
that also has not been found an obstacle either in Scotland or New Zea- 
land. Provisions exist under the Judicature Act, 1 by which rules of 
court can be made with this technical | in the distribu- 
tion of property, and it appears to your committee that it would be easy 
to adapt that machinery to the case of a public trustee and avoid the evil 
which is apprehended. It appears to your committee that a case has been 
made out in favour of the establishment of a system under which private 
trusts can be administered, if so desired, by or under the control of some 
official or judicial authority, which should also have the custody of the 
funds 


The next point for consideration is, in what manner, or by what 
machinery, such a system can best be worked. Upon this point various 
were advanced. Several witnesses advised the establishment 

of a department, at the head of which should be a public trustee in 
London, with branches throughout the country. 8 peo to be at 
liberty to appoint the public trustee to administer any of trust, testa- 
mentary or other, and any trustee to be at liberty to apply that 
the public trustee should take over his functions. On the other hand, the 
public trustee was to be free to trust if he considers it in- 
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necestary, to employ solicitors or other persons familiar with particular 
matter which he Faight undertake, and also to a swithout formality or 
aos, for directions to a judge in chambers. It wasalso urged that the 
public trustee should be able to act in conjunction with a private trustee, 
the trust property to be vested in the former. The charge for this service 
to be a commission, regulated by a scale settled by the Lord Chancellor 
end the Treasury. No immediate appointment of any large number of 
officials was contemplated, but rather a commencement upon tentative 
lines with a view to extension as circumstances should require. This was 
in substance the proposal made in the Government of 1890. A 
system of this character already exists in New Zealand. It was established 
in 1872, and found great favour. Some causes of complaint arose, not 
apparently of a very serious character. In 1891 a Royal Commission was 
appointed in the colony to inquire into these complaints, and in 1894 a 
consolidating Act was passed embodying all previous tion, and in- 
cluding some changes recommended by the re Comm . The main 
features of the Public Trust Office in New and, so far as they relate to 
private trusts, are as follows: There is a public trustee who has an ad- 
visory board constituted of three members of the Ministry and four other 
officials. He cannot be compelled to accept any except a limited class of 
trusts, but he may accept any private trust. He does not, asa rule, ac- 
cept trusts which involve a deal of discretionary work, and declines 
any trust unless the provision of the deed, will, or instrument allow of an 
investment of the capital fund in first mort of the colony, or in the 
stocks, funds, debentures, or securities of any British colony, or 

to the Public Trust Office Acts. Hitherto larger estates have not foun 
their way, as a rule, into the hands of the public trustee, though the 
tendency is more in that direction than it was. Only a very s per- 
centage of trust funds are at present in his control. It is in small estates, 
and especially emall intestate estates, that the public trustee has done his 
most useful work, and we were informed that this institution is much 
esteemed in New Zealand. At the end of 1893 there were estates in the 
Public Trust Office amounting in capital value to £1,450,917, of which 
nearly one-half were strictly private estates. The population of New 
Zealand is about 700,000, scattered over a large area, and this, of course, 
makes the conditions somewhat different from those in England. A 
second proposal was made, also, in favour of the appoiutment of some 
public official to hold trust property, and elnhabion private trusts, 
with the option of declining such as he thought fit, but differing in 
one point of considerable importance. Acco: to this ject, the 
persons to administer private trusts were not to be offi of any 
department, but were to be officers of the courts of justice, under the 
immediate supervision and control of a judge. Under the existing 
law in England, the Chancery Division of the h Court is able, 
when it thinks fit, to assume and carry out the gen administration of 
any t estate. Orders for general administration, however, are not 
readily granted if opposed, the matter resting now in the diecretion of the 
judge in the circumstances of a particular case. Although the cost of such 
proceedings is less than in former times, it still is tly heavy to be 
prehibitive in the case of small estates, and probably for the same reason 
this method is rarely adopted, even in larger estates, unless contentious 
questions arise which require litigation. One feature of the present system 
seems to be that any party di to be troublesome can inflame the 
expense of administration. Parties of this disposition abound in courts of 
law. In the course of inquiry a third method was suggested, or rather 
suggested itself, after the evidence of Lord MacLaren, one of the Lords of 
Session in Scotland. Your committee learned that there is already in 
existence in Scotland a system of administering private truste, under 
— supervision, which appears to have worked aren lh The system 


grown gradually, and has been extended, so that now what is a | and 


judicial factor can be appointed by the court, practically, in every private 
trust, whether upon the death, resignation, or dec] n of trustees, as 
well as in cases of lunacy or intestacy. And, if upon the creation of a 
trust, whether by settlement or will or otherwise, or whether of long or 
short duration, the truster desired that his intention should be out 
by a judicial factor, the court is able to make the appointment. The 
sheriff courts have a limited jurisdiction in certain matters. The 

is as follows: Upon the application of those beneficially in in the 
trust property, or of some only among them, if 


expedient, a person usually agreed _ but sometimes selected by the |. 
e 


court, is appointed judicial factor. is not an official, but a private 
individual—generally an accountant. All the trust property vests in him, 
and he is thenceforth accountable for its investment and administration. 


He gives security for the due discharge of his duties and receives such | su 


commission, varying from 1 to 3 pee cent. per annum, upon the income 
of the trust estate, as is fixed by the judge or the accountant of court, and 


he may employ solicitors or other professional men only where it 


is 
necessary. He has to keep regular accounts, which are sent once a year |) sho’ 


to the office of the accountant of court, and audited. He has to keep 
separate bank account for the trust money, and is liable to a penalty and 
deprivation of office if he keeps more than £50 for more than ten days in 
his own private account. He cannot exercise oe power 
without first making a report to the accountant of court, and if there is 
any difficulty it is brought under the notice of the judge. If, upon the 
annual account being submitted, the accountant of court sees any doubt- 
ful or unauthorized security, he makes an order for reinvestment. When- 
ever the accountant of court has reason to 


suspect wrong he 
can call for vouchers of all the investments, and if not obeyed at once he 
can call upon the judicial factor to consign the amount in the bank. 


The judicial factor can prove a will, and if authorized by the court, as he 
sometimes is, can carry on a business. The capital value y 
at present administered under the system in Scotland about — 
millions sterling, which, supposing that the wealth of England 
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securities being at any time allowed to stand in his name the of 


which involve a liability; with this reservation investments 

by the taraap of Vee team Snenmmane oe Se wo one, eens of the 

court might be permitted. It might be advisable to the court in 
jal cases to allow the trust funds to stand in the name of the person 


z 
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tppointed to administer the trust, as is always done in Scotland, 
he ought to find security. It does not 
appointed to administer truste under 
be officials. There ought, 

duty it should be to undertake 


| 
i 
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that function when required to do so. 
Such officials might be from time to time by the Lord 
Chancellor for this from the district registrars and county court 


in the counbayaaeeeeeener of court officials 
pa houk also posible to professional or other suitable 
But it ought to a or 

peso 2 tg ean on the recommenda- 
tion of those interested, of whose and 

satisfied. Such a trustee would freq! know 
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tion. It would be to rovide. rules for regulating the procedure | Taylor, Percy James Upton Robert Geo a 
of the courts in regard to the oduleideadine as well as the rt see side Teynton, Herbert Myon Wade, Marcus Ithel 
of the scheme. Your committee consider that much will depend | Thomas, Daniel Howell Rowland Warren, G: Francis, B.A. 
upon scope and thi hness of these rules. In particular, they | Thomas, John Evans Weir, Clement Burnett, B A. 
ought to prevent the possi of litigation at the expense of the trust | Thompson, Arthur Henry Weston, Frederick William 
fund except where absolutely indispensable, and to ensure the disallowance | Thompson, Harry Davis Williams, Charles Parry 
of any expense or outlay by the appointed trustee except where from the | Titley, John Edward Addison Wilson, Colin McClure 
nature of the oe or of the work done it was practically im ible | Travers, Harold Paget Wilson, Hew Annandale, B.A 
for him to a it. In view of the fact that both administration and | Treharne, William John Wilson, William Roberts 
finance will be involved in these rules, your committee recommend that | Tripp, Guy Harold Howard Wingent, Frank Stedman 
the rule-making authority should be the Lord Chancellor with the con- | Trump, William Henry Young, Charles William 
currence of the T! Your committee recommend legislation for 

Mar — upon the lines above indicated. Worst, Raaumaten, 

‘ E * The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination held on the 25rd and 24th of April, 
1895 :— 
’ 
LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. Albu, Albert Hobson, Alfred Allen 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. = ’ — Hr. ems — Edmund 
nderson uw 2, rge 
Inrenuapiars Exawtxarion. Arden, Christopher Johnson, Richard Vincent 
The candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were | arnold, Robert Anthony, B.A. Jones, Arthur Lloyd 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 25th of April, | Atkinson, Cyril Jones, William Taylor 
1895 :-— Attwood, Charles Neville Lambert, Frederick Charles 


Adkins, Arthur Douglas John, B.A. James, Richard Redfern Lechmere 
Armitage, Edward Ernest James, Walter Robert 


—* John Arthur Jefferies, Harry Jobn 

Attwater, Walter Jones Jones, Eden Haythorne 

Bape Lows Kelly, Robert Stewart 

Barker, Francis, B.A a per lt beg B.A. as 
Barrett, Herbert Roper i, Horace Shirley Freeman, B.A. 
Bates, Alfred Lewis, Herbert Somers 


Ley, Roland Howell, B.A. 
Liddle, Rowland Pemberton 


Bennett, William Longhurst, Vernon Braley 
Browns Beng Eiwi James Lucas, Cecil 
Brown, Elwick McEvoy, John 
Brunn, Julian Henry McLintock, Walter Oswald 
Calcott, P Berkeley Maclure, Alan Francis 
Canning, ur Lionel Malthouse, Ernest Edward 
Chatwin, Leslie Boughton, B.A Mander, James Curzon 
Clapham, Henry She Marley, Hugh 

Charles Raymond Marx, Emile Maurice 

Wordsworth, B.A. May, William John 

Cocks, John William , Martin 
Collis, Orton Milliken, William Drummond 
Cooper, James Milner, Mark Percival 


Cotman, Leonard, B.A 


Crabtree, James Fox, B.A. 
Cruise, Edward Vincent 


Morton, John Adam 
Mossop, Harold Charles 
Mowll, William Rutley 


Curtis, Francis John Fallowfield Mullen, Robert Gordon 
Dallimore, H Dickens Naylor, Hubert 
Deoge, Henry Nelson, Horatio William, B.A. 

Henry Kenyon Neve, Alban 
Davies, Arthur North, Harold George 
Davies, Harry Edward Oppenheim, Watkin, B.A. 
Davies, Robert Parker, John Clement, B.A. 
Davies, Robert Cropley Payne, Arthur V 
Davy, Rawle Phillips, Henry George Hilliar 
Dixon, Percy Morgan 

Robert Poole, Charles 

Cyril Preston, Frank 
Elwen, Frederick William Price, Robert Peel 
Fenton, Frederick, B A Reece,’ Edweand Lewellin Be 

A. , Edmun ewellin Bernard 

Fisher, Arthur Clememt Rhodes, Basil 
Forwood, William Miles Moss, B.A. Ritson, Ralph Henry Charles 
Fraser, Hugh Winkworth, B.A. __ Rolfe, Edgar Charles 


Fuller, Rupert John 
Albert Curwen Maclaine 


Ross, Alexander William 
Sadler, Hugh Robson 


Montague Salt, Thomas Fosbrooke, B.A. 
Gowling, John Sandford, Percy Alexander 
Greaves, John Sewell, Harry Bolton 
Gregory, Charles Sewell, William Woodville Robert- 
Haigh, William Mackenzie son, B.A. 


Shackell, Trevor John 

Sharman, Hereward Reid 

Sharpe, Percy Barlow _ 

— Philip Nevile Fream, 


Hilleary, Edward Langdale, B.A. Sidebotham, William H 

, Alfred Edward, BA. Bills, George Reginald 
Hodgson, John Frederick Sin joton, Alfred Henry 

g Hi 
Holt, Bdinund Henry, B.A, _ oo 
oyle, Robert William Smail, Herbert William 

Hudson, Arthur, B.A. Sneath, Frederick Charles Russia 
Hudson, Stansbury, Ernest Cecil 
oem 5 mg John Wickham we an Irvine 

oseph ens, William Edgar 
Be | re Bertrand 
Jackson, Guy Stiles, Alfred Henry Hanson 


Jackeon, Hugh MacDonald Caunter Talbot, Herbert Percy 


Bailey, Charles Frederic 

Bainbridge, Florance Anthony 

Barnes, Walter James 

Bayly, John, B.A. 

Beale, Hubert Kenrick, B.A. 

a Percy Charles Dashwood, 
A 


Booth, Richard 

Brayne, Henry Francis Robert, B.A. 
Brentnall, Percy Smith 
Breton, William Harvey 
Buckley, Charles Artaour 

ya age Eat a Alfred 
Chaplin, nm Nugent 
Chapman, Ernest Lewin 
Clarke, Guy Fallows 

Cross, Edward Peel 
Cunningham, Frank Bennett 
Currey, Edmund Samuel, B.A. 
Danks, Arthur Benjamin, B.A. 
Davies, Claude Ralph 

Davies, John Dani 

Drury, Garforth 

Elwes, Henry Geoffrey 
Emery, Henry Alcock 

Evans, Edward 
Forward, William Bryan 
Gain, Goodenough 
Garrard, Charles Eagle 
Gilbertson, Charles, B.A. 
Gittins, Frederick 

Glyn, Arthur Robert, B.A. 

G Robert 


Henderson, Walter Scott 
Chaplin.—The 


been elected 


re-elected for the ensuing session. 


chairman presen 

which shewed a balance of £26 19s. 2d. in hand and assets £380 2s. 2d. 
The accounts were adopted and directed to be printed and entered on the 
minutes of the society. The committee presen’ 
session, from which it appeared that the number of members who had 
during the past session was larger than during the previous 
year, and that the society was in a a 

The secretaries, treasurer, reporter, and mem 


Learoyd, Ernest Gordon 
Lucas, William Wrathal 
Lywood, Charles 
acdonald, Kenneth 
Mackrell, Joseph Henry 
Malden, William, M.A. 
Marshall, Thomas Wilfrid, B.A. 
Maw, Richard Park, B.A. 
Mortimer, Frederic Charles Tandy 
Munns, Hugh Summers, B.A. 
Nicholson, John William 
Pochin, Frederick 
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ee Malthus Bromley 
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Richards, Frederick William, LL.B. 
Ridsdale, Arthur Francis 
Ritson, Vernon Ashley 
Rydon, Henry Walter 
Rye, John 
Scott, Herbert Harger 
mnt Sa Irving, B.A. 

a ur Norton 
Stein, Henry Walter 
Temple, W: 
Tennant, Soe Frank Dalrymple 


Warren, Alfred Robert, B.A. 
Watkins, Humphrey Walter 
Whitehead, William Marquis, LL.B. 
Wilford, John Womersley, B.A. 
Williams, Herbert, M.A. 

Wilson, Frank Hebden 

Winder, Sidney Blane 


LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 
Law Srupsnts’ Desarine Socrery.—May 14—Chairman, Mr. Nugent 


his accounts for the past session, 
ted their report for the past 


and satisfactory condition. 
bers of the committee were 











Commissioner for Oaths. 





Mr. Wiiu1am Branprorp Gauirritu, barrister 
Jamaica), has been appointed Chief Justice of the Gold Coast Colony. 


Diwan Banapvuz Svunparyar Svupramantya Aryan, C.I.E., has been 
—— a Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Madras, in the 
place of Sir T. Muthuswami Aiyar, K.C.I.E., deceased. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vutions. 
Henry Avousrvs Gaearran Barnerr and Witu1am Dawson Darovuz, 


LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. G. H. T. Fosrse, solicitor, of Malvern Link, has been appointed a 


(Resident Magistrate of 
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solicitors (Grattan Barnett & Dargue), Iifracombe. May7. Each ess 
will continue to practise on his own account at Ilfracombe aforesaid. 
Aurrep Tuomas Ivens and Parr Wim. Frowp Pustrs, solicitors 
(Ivens & Phelps), Portsmouth and Gosport. April 11. 
[ Gazette, May 10. 





GENERAL, 


The Press Association is informed that Mr. Geo. F. Pollock, Senior 
Master of the Supreme Court and Queen’s Remembrancer, who is over 
eighty years of age, is about to retire, and the office will then be 
abolished. 

The Attorney-General (Sir R. T. Reid, Q.C., M.P.) will entertain the law 
officers of Ireland and Scotland, the official counsel and solicitors 
connected with his department, and others at dinner in the Inner Temple 
Hall on Saturday, the 25th inst., in celebration of her Majesty’s birthday. 

The Times says that the place of the Lord Chief Justice as Whitsun 
Vacation Judge will be taken by Mr. Justice Cave and Mr. Justice 
Kennedy, who will attend at Queen’s Bench Chambers in turn on certain 
days during the vacation. 

The judges (Cave and Wills, JJ.) have fixed the following ‘commission 
days for the summer assizes on the Northern Circuit Pings my Friday, 
June 28; Carlisle, Monday, July 1; Lancaster, Friday, aA 5; - 
chester, Tuesday, July 9; Liverpool, Thursday, July 25. Mr. Justice 
Cave will go on circuit alone until Manchester is reacbed, when Mr. 
Justice Kennedy will join the circuit. The judges (Mathew and Bruce, 
JJ.) have fixed the following commission days for the summer assizes on 
the North-Eastern Circuit, viz. :—Newcastle, Saturday, July 6; Durham, 
Saturday, July 13; York, Saturday, July 20; Leeds, ae, July 25. 

At the West London Police Court this week Mr. Curtis Bennett inti- 
mated that in all probability he should soon cease to be the eenior magis- 
trate of that court. It is understood, says the Times, that Mr. Curtis 
Bennett, who was appointed a magistrate in February, 1886, succeeding 
Mr. Sheil, will be transferred, at his own request, to Marylebone Police 
Court, in the room of the late Mr. Cooke. Mr. Lane, Q.C., of North 
London, is likely to succeed Mr. Curtis Bennett at the West London 
court. 

The St. James’s Gazette says that Mr. R. G. O. Johnston, of Newry, one 
of the best known solicitors in the North of Ireland, was taken suddenly 
ill about eleven o’clock on Wednesday night and died within an hour. 
He had attended before the Land Commissioners during the day, and con- 
ducted several cases. Mr. Johnston was solicitor to the county Down, 
county Armagh, and Newry Unionist Associations, and acted as legal 
— i Earl Kilmorey, the Marquess of Downshire, and other Ulster 

andlords. 

In the good old days in Wash’ m, says the Central Law Journal, a 
lawyer who was discussing a motion before his Honour Judge Green, in- 
volving the question whether certain alleged facts amounted to fraud, in 
support of his contention read copious extracts from Browne on Frauds. 
In doing so he constantly called the author’s name Brown-e. This grated 
on the learned and critical ear of Judge Greene, who at last interrupted 
the counsel with the question, ‘‘ Why do you pronounce that name 
Brown-e?’’ ‘It is spelled,’’ answered our friend, with charming gravity, 
‘* B-r-o-w-n-e; if that is not Brown-e I would like to know what it does 
spell.”’ ‘*I spell my name,” said the judge, ‘‘G-r-e-e-n-e! you would 
not call me Green-e, would you?” ‘That depends,’ our friend, 
‘*on how your honour decides this motion.’”?’ The judge waived the con- 
tempt, and joined in a general laugh. 

Mr. Robert Walters, writing to the Times on the late Lord Selborne’s 
early legal education, says, ‘‘On leaving Oxford Mr. Roundell Palmer 
became a pupil of my father, the late Robert Walters, a well-known con- 
veyancer, of 30, Linvoln’s-inn- fields. Lord Selborne during the past year, 
writing of my father, calls him his ‘ first instructor in the law,’ and goes 
on to say:—‘He (Mr. Walters) made me read through the whole of 
‘* Cruise’s Digest ’’ inthe Long Vacation of 1835, by way of preparation for 
his pupil room ; a strong order, I think, for a young man who till then 
knew nothing of Jaw; but it was done, and I had never any reason to 
think the time lost.’ It may interest some to know that in my father’s 
pupil room were many who subsequently achieved success and distinction. 
Among them, in addition to him whose death we all must mourn, were 
Sir George Grey, Arthur Henry Hallam, Sir John Wickenz, V.C , and the 
Right Hon. Spencer Walpole.’ 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURR.. 


Rota or Registrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Aprzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
; No. 2. Cutty. Norra. 
. Ward Mr. Clowes . Godfrey 
Seuterten — ” Leach 
wes Godfrey 
owes Godfrey 
Pemberton Jackson Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justics 
STIRLING. Kexewicn. Romes, 
Mr. Rolt Mr. Lavie Mr. Pugh 
Carrington Beal 
Rolt Lavie Pugh 
Farmer Carrington 
Rolt Lavie Pugh 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. ; 

Goprrey.—é6th May, at 2, Pulteney-buildings, Weymouth, the wife of J. R. R. Godfrey, 
me Seren Hall-road, Crouch-end, the wife of Clement 
John Lawrence ofa 5 

Lipianp.—1ith May, the wife of Lidiard, of 7, Great James-street, Bedford-row, 

. a@ son. 
Maarix.—13th May, at Upper Ni the wife of Herbert J. 
N May eee pper Norwood, 


, ofa 
MARRIAGES. 


Lawrerce—Bovey.—l4th May, at Christ Crouch-end, N., by the Rev. Henry 
Laurence, Albert Sask canel’ Staeel Gouge Uetdenan of 4; epeuae 
buildings, Gray’s-inn, , to Mabel Annie x : 

Wircuett—Sritt.—7th May, at —_ Charles A. , solicitor, to Amy, eldest 
daughter of Edmund Alexander Still, of Inchbrook House, Stroud. 


DEATHS. 
“dino, Wariner mond son of Piederck Ciford, G.6y and Tormey Peow of 


Christ’s College, Cs 





Wakntno To inreNDING Hovse Purcuassrs anp Lasszss.—Before pur- 


chasing or rentin ant frou The Sendincy Regione On (Cartes Beret, 
Examined by an from The Engineering Oo. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee a London house 2 guineas; 


country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES, 
London Gasetie.—Fuivay, May 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Liwrrep 1x Caanceny, ; 
Bow Mirus Co, Linrrsp—Creditors age required, on or before June 12, to send their 
names and pddsesses, and pastioulene of thelt debts or cloian, to Gidaey Themes 

Peirson, 17, Fae 6 ee 
Leo Civus Co, Lanr: are required, on or before June 8, to send their names 
and eddresees, and partioulens of thele debts or aime, to Jamee Magen, Of, Besenge 
NE.sox InstiTUTE, Loursp—Creditors are required, on or before June 10, to send their 


nance nd alidneiemn, ant gualtees < heir debts or claims, to Daniel 


Sreamsair Merarepia, Lamrrep—Creditors are required, on 
Crow, 3 Romford pl mot ) en oy | — solors to liquidator 
iw, 3, 
“Sees dl Geen on} Of their debts or claims, to C. H. Booth, 
names or to C. 
Katherine st, Ashton under | omg to liquidators 7" 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. ° 
Purposes Hint weoree sn Fatsxpiy Bewerit Soctery, All Saints’ Schoolroom, Great 


Cue Masters’ Counc. iv Grasp Usirep Oxper or Opp Fatiows Socizry, York 


’ 


f 
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London Gasette.—Tuxspay, May 14. 
JOINT B8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Cuarep ut Caanosry. 
Awyaio-ITatian Propucs Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 9, directed 
be heard on May 22. Newton & Co, 24, Great Meriboreagh solors - 
Notice of appearing must rench the abovenamed notleter than ¢ in 
ts) y 3 
Caranncges Ciensenss es? Co, Lone (1 Loaeenaanen)—-Gntienars on nee 
‘ore , to send their names addresses, their 
Sc dase mens ein eee 
Mippiesex Lanp Co, TED (IN eames are on or 
June 20, to send their names and addresses, of Fre ag Tog 


demands, to W Cannon st. 2, Gresham olor 
M Coat Co, Leni sane 
a et 


solors for 
oO , La Petn for sted May 11, divested 
is _ Nyy ey pegs | = Adhd 


| 





Otyurta, Lourep—Peta fur winding be heard on Ma: 
22. Day & Co, 37, Norfolk st, solar for peter. otc of cmon 


the abovenamed not later 6 o’clock in the 








Op anp Rane Fire Insurances Po: &c., wanted to complete 
fone eee by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
DVT. 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 

, London Gasette.—Faipay, May 10. 
Avsrix, Mancaret, North Nibley June4 Vizard & Co, Dursley 
Bepwett, Bexsamiy, Grundisburgh, Farmer June6é Josselyn & Sons, Ipswich 
Betz, WitL14M, Manchester, Boot Dealer May 2 Robson, Manchester 
Sune, ga Joux, Hampstead, Surgical Gymnasium Keeper June 24 White, 
Dennesoan, Mrs Canouinz, Leamington May 18 Rooper & Whately, Lincoln’s inn field, 
Berry, Evizaseru, Southampton June8 Willcocks, New inn 
Bevay, Hawwan, Manchester June7 Goulty & Goodfellow, Manchester 
Bropurss, Wit11am Hepoey, California June 24 Ford, Brighton ; 
Burtox, Henry Sauver Gronos, Washington, USA Juanes Pashley & Hodgkinson, 


Canpier, Bansana, Beckenham June 15 Holmes & Son, Clement's lane 





Canrwricut, Louisa, Manchester June 8 Goulty & Goodfellow, Manchester 


nao re 


aero eae 


— . 


“Hanrver, Jauzs, Bowdon, tent Jane il Foyster & Co, Manchester 


-Oapex, Isaac, Champaeg, US A June9 Marsland & Co, Leadenhall st 
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Coox, Geoncrana, Notting Hill July 1 Caprons & Co, Conduit st | 
Caocgsgs, Faepenicx Jozi, Cannonst June15 Sheffield & Co, St S# thin’s lane 
Ds Caaxo, Eowoxn Genanp, Brussels, Mining Engineer June 30 Clarke & Co, Gresham | 


Deus, Joszrn, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engineer’s Merchant May 31 Cooper & Goodger, 


Dorr, Senseo, Stockbridge June 10 Tylee & Mortimer, Romsey 

Duyx, Many, Wiveliscombe June 24 Booker, Wellington 

Eowanps, Esrtizn, Maida Hill June 1s Griffith & Gardiner, Chancery lane 
E¥wrwistie, Bexzamiy Evtisox, Architect May 18 Thorp, Bury 

Fusrcugr, Farpericn Peacuey, Carshalton June10 Mackrell & Co, Cannon st 
Giusert, Right Rev Danret, Finsbury circus June29 Bellord, King st 
Gopraey, Exizasern, Stourbridge Feb 22 King & Sons, Stourbridge 

Goon, W11114m, Southsea, Cattle Dealer July 1 Way & Son, Portses 

Groom, Rossrt, Hampstead, Esq June2i Booty & Bayliffe, Gray’sinn 


Hanpcasriz, Haxxan, Stockwell June ii Cubison, King st 

Hasvey, Lovisa Axx, Lewisham June 16 Marchant & Co, Lombard st 
Heatucors, Rev Geonce, Arlington st June7 Budd & Co, Bedford row 
Heawoop, Faaxces Aung, Upper Sydenham Junei7 Tilleard, Lombard ct 
Hestor, Witttam, Oxford st, Tailor June 18 Allen & Son, Ssho 

Hosen, Eowanrp, Crayford, Esq July 1 Beck, Ironmongers’ Hall 

Hovas, James, Haverstock Hill, Gent Junei0 Baxter & Co, Westminster 
Kemp, Joux, Rochford, Builder June 10 Thompson & Hughes, Birkenhead 
Kitrcutsomay, James, South Kensington, Gent July 10 Blachford & Co, Walbrook 
Lovsapver, Wit.1am, Whitchurch, Farmer June 2i Forward, Axminster 
Lvusn, Evizapern, Peckham June 24 Worrell, Coleman st 

Manr.es, Josern, Heeley June 24 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

Mansaatt, Extex, Droitwich June 20 Gabb, Droitwich 

Marraews, Tayruena, Heavitree May 31 Tuckey, Bristol 

Megnrzs, Ricuagv Meeues, Gosport, Grocer Juneil Blake & Co, Portsmouth 
Nearer, Many, Rotherham June 24 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 


Oavex, Perer Sxeey, Oregon June9 Marsland & Cv, Leadenhall st 

Osporxs, Heyry, Strand, Pawnbroker June 22 Nicholls, Lincoln's inn fields 

Powag.t, Cuarues, Richmond, Gent June17 Geare & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Paice, Wititam, Kingston upon Hull, Chemist Juneii Priestman, Hull 

Rawuiss, Josern Bessamix, Sheffield July1 Mrs Rawlins, 60, Derbyshire lane, Sheffield | 


Raw ixsoy, Sir Henry Crrswicke, Bart, Berkeley sq, M. General 
ms A unewacee y sq, Major Gen Junel0 Hores & 
Rewpa.t, Eowanp, Garrick st June7 Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 


Roserts, Axxz, Llangefni June 29 Roberts, Bangor 

Rosixsos, Atyrep, Oxford June 30 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

BSanpens, Axx, Hemyock, Devon June 1 Booker, Wellington 

Scuitt, Heamaxx, Manchester June 11 Collier & Carver, Manchester 

Sitcock, Saran Any, St Pancras June 15 Peacock & Goddard, South sq 

Simrsox, Joszru, Chingford, Gent June 10 Lucas & Ward, Eldon st 

Suirn, Wit11am, Clifton, Customs Officer June 1 Salisbury, Bristol 

Sszowvox, Axx, Forest Hall June1 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Souza, Marie Louise Countess pz, Kensington palace July 1 Caprons & Co, 


Waesiten Joux, Buslingthorpe, Market Gardener June 1 Malcolm, Leeds 
Wakes, Cuantorre, Leeds June1 Malcolm, Leeds 

Watsos, Euitx, Gt Missenden June 21 Booty & Bayliffe, Gray’s inn 
Wetcusas, Ropent, Castle Cary, Gent June 24 Nalder, Shepton Mallett 
Wits0oy, Many Axx, Manchester July 1 Bailey & Son, Bolton 

Woop, Georcs Eowarp, Streatham, Shipowner June7 Goodman, East Molesey 








Lendon Gazette.—Tuxspar, May 14. 
Aixsworts, Ropert, Barrow in Furness, Gent June 25 Townsend, Barrow in Farness | 
Axenorp, Saran, Folkestone June 29 Atkinson & Atkinson, Folkestone 


Bixpvoss, Acres Saran, Kendal July1 Milne, Kendal 

Bostox, Eowarp, DBi:mingham, Brass Caster Jun222 Tarleton & Butlin, Birmingham 

Borp, Catuenrive Emity, Ballycastle Junei1 Cramsie & Greer, Dublin 

Baapsury, Witt1am Dixoy, Oldham, Mill Manager June 10 Hores & Pattisson, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Bayay, Hanwan, Higher Broughton June 2t Hockin & Co, Manchester 

Caxy, Georcs, Crediton, Gent July 1 Sparkes & Co, Crediton 

Cave.., Jomn Soort, King’s Cross June13 Nokes & Stammers, Buasinghall st 

Dicken, Jaues, Fulham, Gent May 31 Stone & Symonds, Wirksworth 

Doseit, Hexry Witi1am, Eltham June 17 Sturt, ironmonger lane 

Epuunps, Burces, Oxford Junel Galpin, Oxford 

Fivcx, Jane Exizasers, Bleadon Junei Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 

Fearep, en Heustuey, Liverpool, Wine Cooper June 14 Nicholson & Pemberton, 


Guzoweutur, Ricuarp, Harrogate,Tanner June13 Bond & Co, Leeds 

Garsutr, Beerram, Wandsworth June10 W H Garbutt, 37, Marlborough hill, NW 

Garyer, Tuomas, Sheffield, Builder June 15 Neal, Sheffield 

Gopparp, Tuomas James, Lewisham rd, Stone Merchant June 17 Wilkinson & Son, 
Bermondsey st 

Gray, WILLIAM, er, Gent June12 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

Hampson, JonaTruan Ropert, Manchester, Esq June 24 Hockin & Co, Manchester 

Henseet, Axx Cuoria, Penygraig, Draper June1 Davies, Pontypridd 

Herpsert Annis Exvtey, Hereford May 20 Matthews, Hereford 

Hewirt, Exiza, Leicester June15 Wright & Son, Leicester 

Hopes, Janz, Kingston upon Hull May 25 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 

Howues, Witiiam, Bromley, Upholsterer June1i Willett & Latter, Bromley 


| Juss, Taomas Henry, Leeds, Farmer June 29 Nelson & Co, Leeds 


Lawuis, Exizasern, Salford June 15 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 

Levy, Joux, Rochester July 1 Rowcliffes & Co, Bedford row 

Lupvicsen, Nicnoxas, Seacombe, Shipping Agent June 14 Rudd, Liverpool 

Maaes, Evizasera, Winchcombe Aug15 Wood, Winchcombe 

Masxext, Jaye, Plymouth June 29 Worrell, Coleman st 

Marnewsoyx, Georce, Holloway rd, Gent June 23 Woodbridge & Sons, Serjeants’ inn 
Mitts, Frepenic, Kensington June 15 EM J Mills, 3, Olympia mansions, Kensington 
Moxey, Gerarv Noer, Weybridge, Col June 30 Head & Co, Reigate 

Norais, Mania, Walsall June 24 C & E Woodroffe, Eastcheap 

Payne, Exiza, Lewes June24 Blaker & Son, Lewes 

Peirce, Ricuarp Kiva, Maidenhead, Esq July 1 Richardson & Sadler, Golden sq 
Pairort, Rev Joux, Ashford June10 Philpott & Murton, Cranbrook 

Poo.e, Eazy, Bristol June 25 Gwynn & Masters, Bristol 


| Poor, SaLomon, Highbury New Pk, Cattle Salesman June 22 Harris, Coleman st 

| Prout, Joun, Strand June 24 Wilde & Co, College hill 

Purrrety, Witt1am, Rugeley June 24 Russell, Lichfield 

| Keap, Tomas Witt1am, Liverpool, Accountant June10 Forshaw & Hawkins, Liver- 


| Roisin, Wit.1am Jessop, Melton Mowbray July 1 Jessop & Co, Sleaford 
| Romaix, Jouy, Devizes, Builder June5 Norris & Hancock, Devizes 


Row, Atrrep, Clapham rd, Butcher June24 Weliborne & Son, Southwark 

Sant, Joux James Hears, Lexham gar, Barrister at Law June 24 Carlisle & Cov, 
Lincola’s inn ‘ x 

Sparsnott, Tuomas Evwagv, Bermondsey, Oilman June 8 Lockyer & Avery, New 

Surraies, Joseru Horoyp, Elland, Worsted Spinner July1 England, Halifax 

Srracuas, Horace Warp, Nottingham pl, Gent June 24 Churchill, Essex st 

Srewart, Maticpa, Cheltenham June 2i Clutterbuck, Gloucester 

Trormay, Tuomas, Kentish Town June1é6 E & J Mote, Gray’sinn 

Usranges, Sous Karuerixe, Bournemouth June24 C D W Fowlcr, St Michael st, 

ju 


Venases, Canotine Many, Lincoln June12 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 
Venasies, Rev Epuuyp, Lincoln June12 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 


| Wuewett, Jou Bracuer, East Harling, Farmer May 21 Miller & Co, Norwich 





| Yur.e, Axx Botume Bucnanan, Abingdon rd June16 Few & Co, Surrey st 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Garetie.—Faipay, May 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axypertos, Faxp ) Watrwasanr, Halifax, Veterinary Sur- 
geon Pet May 8 
mee ~ em Paocron, Liverpool, Jeweller Liverpool 
—— alg ailor Truro Pet May6é Ord 
nae May 3 Ase, Gt Wakering, Farmer Chelmsford 
Renney, 3 ‘ames, Oldham, Brass Finisher Oldham Pet 


i117 “Ord May 2 
Raselis, Waren, Bristol, Plumber Bristol Pet May 8 


Rooms, Aapeuss Monten, Grocer High Court Pet March 

Born, Rosgat Nartwanier, Brixton Hill, Provision Mer- 
Court Pet Feb 25 Ord May 4 

, Licensed Victualler High 


» Draper Stock- 


ee 


oboe et Say 8” On Sheffield, Sg Manufacturer 
igh Court jZORGE » 
Conzx Pet Ape 19 "Temple 1 Barrister at Law 











Coon, Josnua, Kingston ee Hull, Ketchowner Kings- ; 
on pe Hull Pet May _ Weert 

Ke, Cuarces, Warrin; ot her ar 

Pet May8 Ord oon, ees — 
aug, Tuomas, Stanton in Peak, Grocer Derby Pet | 


y7 
Cutitey, Tuomas Rasen, Barrow in Furness, Railway | 
Foreman Ulverston ~ - im 
Davy, James Maywanp, West vg harfioger High | 
Court Pet April 5 .Ord May 7 
Deax, Joun M, Staines Kingston, Surrey Pet Jan 4 


Duxe, Cuarizs, 8t 1. > ys on Sea, Eating House 
Keeper 

“ee Jous, Beingidla, po = Canterbury Pet | 
~ 


Gitrvs, Sa Exning, Widow Cambridge Pet April 20 | 


Goutpex, Baoutey Hawrrey, Sutton, Wharfinger High 
Court Pet April 5 7 
Gaeeueqess, Joszrn, Hastings, Saddler Hastings Pet 


pri 

Hapuey, James Lucey Peereanron, Cavendish rd High | 
Court Pet May 7 

Hammoxp, Wittiam, Norwidh, ) Seen Norwich Pet 
May7 Ord May 7 

Bae May 7 tory Bradford, Phrenologist Bradfcrd | 


InpeTson, , lit. vat Y Painter Leeds Pet May 4 
ae at Beene, Barnsley, Milliner Barnsley Pet May | 
May7 


Matepy, Joux, Wigan, Draper Wigan Pet May 4 Oid 
y 
Moxcur, Axous, Old Kent rd, Plumber High Court Pct 
28 Ord May8 


| O’8uLLivan, TimoTHy wlais, Licensed Victualler Mer- 
thyr Tydfil Pet May8 Ord May 8 
Paive, Cuantes, Commercial rd, China Merchant High 
Court Pet May1 Ord Mays 
Pavey. Atrnep, Axbridge, Auctioneer Wells Pct May 6 
Ord May 6 
Tayi on, be ~*- Com, Newtown, Grocer Newtown [ct 


May 8 _° 
we ey ee Eee. Glam, Builder Ponty- 
| 
| Vine, ALrrep ae Bradford, Yoks, Weaver Bradford 
Pet be 4 
Wanuenx, Georce Ernest, Gainsborough, Pawnbroker 
Lincoln Vet May 6 
Wiseox, Tuomas te Middesborough, Insurance 
| ‘Agent Stockton on Tees ‘Pet May7 Ord May 7 
| Wricut, Jonx, Chatteris, Miller Peterborough Pet April 
22 Ord May 6 
Yaruam, Eomoxpv, and Roserr Yaunam, My pence 
Farmers Norwich Pet May 8 a aa 
| Youse, Atrreo Hewny, Battersea 
Wandsworth Pet May7 Ord 


} The wat erogeies notice is oe fo that pub- 

in Londen Gazette of Aas 3 

Mexrwa.p, Osuoxpy opat, Acton, Surgeon Brentforq 
Pet March April 9 


oT nebnanter 


23 Ord 








ada a ee ee ee. ee ee ee 


- Pb 








inn 
ton 


A\er- 


acl st, 


4 Oid 
rt Fut 
Mer- 
High 
,May 6 
m Txt 
Ponty- 
radford 
nbroker 
surance 
et April 
ithorpe, 


»imaster 


at pub- 


rentfurd 
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The foll amended notice is substituted for that | 


pul in the London Gazette of May 3:— 
A.stox, Jauzs Brows, Jonny Hamittox gg oe wy Roe 


Tuorytox ArTaur Witurass, Merchants High 
April 80 Ord April 30 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


er Joux, Norwich, Warehouseman May 18 at 12 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

ALLEYNE, Cec Howanrb, Wramplingham, Gent May 22 
at4 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwi 

Aston, James Browy, Jonx Hamiutrox pcos, and 
Taorntrox Artrauve Wiitiams, Bromley, 

Anperton, Frep Waixwricat, Halifax, Veterina 

a, May 20 at 10 Off Ree, ‘Townhall chon 
ifax 
Batt, Wuusam, Truro, Tailor May 17 at 11.30 Off Ree, 
wen st, Truro 

BaRyes, Epwarp James, Burnley, Auctioneer May 23 at 
3 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Bennett, Joseru Jous, Charlton Kin 3 = May 18 
at4 County Court bldgs, Chelten am 

Brossox, Evwarp, Nottingham, Upholsterer May 17 at 
12 Off Rec, st Peter’s Church walk, Notti 

Burrow, Cuaries Emanust, Heath Town, oy May 
21 at12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

eae i ae Cuar.es Henry, Sheffield, Cutler May 17 
at 3.30 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Cook, Weak Guisborough, Hosier May 22 at 3 Off 
Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

CRUIKSHANK, Heszy Cuaates Birexer, Lewes, Clerk in 
Holy Orders May 20 at3.15 17, High st, Lewes 

Dext, James Wrrson, -Crathorne, Farmer May 22 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

DrvonsHine, Jquy, Northam ston, Coal Merchant May 18 
at 1.15 County Court bl e Northampton 

Eyre, Freperick, Rushden, Beer Retailer May 18 at 12 30 
County Court bldgs, Northampton 

Fow.er, Georee Hartrcuer, Uplyme, Lime Merchant 
May 17 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Goopwix, Gzores, Pershore, Miller May 23 at 12 Off 
Ree, 45, Cope nm st, ‘Worcester 

Hattows, Epuvnp, Bath, Coal Merchant May 22 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

HAL, Epwy, JAMES, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler 
May 17 at 11 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, 
Nottingham 

Hargisoy, Eomunp, Acle, Norfolk, Carrier May 18 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Hirscnxowitz, Hermay, Whitechapel, Tailor May 22 at 
11 Bankru 


ptcy bid pig Carey st 
Ispetsox, Antuur, Leeds, Painter May 20at11 Off Rec, 
, Park row, 


22, Leeds 
Jouxson, Daniet, Crewe, Builder May 24 at 3.30 Royal 
Hotel, Crewe 
JONES, Pui, open. Builder May 17 at 12 Off Rec, 31, 
Alexandr dra rd, Swansea 
Leruese, Wiitiam, Weston super Mare, Tobacconist May 
17at1 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbre, Newport, 
on 
Lever, Gitzs, jan, Northwich, Builder May 24 at 10.45 
Royal Hotel, Crewe 
Low, James Cuasot, Westbourne ter, Produce Merchant 
May 22 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Mauepy, Joun, Wigan, Draper May 17 at 11 16, Wood 
» Bolton 
Marruews, Ricuarp, Richmond, Yorks, Grocer May 20 
at 11.30 Court House, Northampton 
Mit.isouse, James, Nottingham, Musical Instrument 
Dealer May 18 at12 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church 
Nottingham 
Oates, Tayior, Liverpool May 21 at 230 Off Rec, 36, 
Victoria st, Liverpvol 
OLIver, LYALL Georer, Charterhouse bidgs, Tutor May 
20at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Pavey, Atrrep, Axbridge, Auctioneer ‘oad 22 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo! 
none Puiuir Crossy, Burnley, Hlectrical Engineer May 
t 3.30 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 
a. "i eeaniaen Croie, Bristol, Grocer May 22 at 12 
ff Kee, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 
Ricueys, Eowis, Charing Croes rd, Licensed Victualler 
May 21 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Riveway, Tuomas, Lower Mitcham, Grocer May 20 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Ross, FREpERicx, Dovercourt, Mineral Water Manufac- 
Toegich May 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, 
ich 
Rurrier, Faeperick Harpy, Lewisham, Publisher May 17 
at 12 it Railway py | a London Bridg e 
mo ARRY Farmer May 29 ati2 Of 
Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Sipney, eh Lex Juuia, Tonbridge, "Widow May 20 at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London Bri 
Surrn, Anruur, Sheflield, Clerk May 17 at 3 Off Rec, 
‘igtree lane, Sheftield 
Suirn, ey and Jasez Hinp, Kaighhey, § Grocers May 
20 at 3 Off Rec, 31,.Manor row, Bradfo: 
Sroxes, Jons, Pontypridd, Grocer May as Off Ree, 
Merthyr Tydfil 
Trompson, pi ten Matlock Bridge, Fruiterer May 17 at 
12 Off Rec, 8t James’s chmbrs, Derby 
Waeeee OVEREND, Bradford, Woolstapler May 21 at 12 
ff Heo, 81, Manor row, Bradford 
Wasese "AvPueus Bex Baioxiaxp, Abingdon, Tailor 
May 17 at 12 Off Rec, 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 
Wituiame, Wittiau Martin; Runcorn, Licensed Vic- 
ae ae 17 at 10.45 Court house, Upper Bank st, 


arrington 
Warex, bg Ware, Fish Hawker Mayd7 at3 Off 
‘emple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Wuicut, ein Chatteris, Miller May 21 at 12 Law 


, New rd, Peterborough 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Auierse, Cecu. Howarp, Wremplinghem, Gent Norwich 
Pet March 28 Ord May 
Aypertox, Faso Warsason, Halifax, Veterinary 
Surgeon Halifax Pet MayS Ord May8 


Baur, Witt1am, Truro, Tailor Truro Pet May 6 Ord 

Baywesten, Asst, Gt Wakering, Farmer Chelmsford Pet 
2 Ord May38 

Buwsxs, Epwarp Samvet, and Frepertck Groner 

Cc st rd, Printers High Court Pet 

Stock- 

Pet May 7 Ord May7 ease 
cane dou, Covent gdn, Gent Heh ( Court Pet Jan 9 


Cuanunswonrh, CHARLES wey Sheffield, Cutlery 
Goont gn nm Ord May 6 
¢ can tll, Ketchowner 
inl “Pet May 7 May 7 Bord May 7 
Photographer 


PRS Guanemn. Warrington, Warrington 
Pet May8 Ord am, 8 
one aS Stanton in Peak, Grocer Derby Pet May 
y7 
PB ng Sacxvitte Bawpes, Taunton, Solicitor High 
Court "Pet March 13 Ord May7 


Cuttey, Taomas estes neat in i, Railway 
Foreman Ulverston Pet May6 Ord May 6 

Davey, ee ye Manchester, Mantle Maker 
Pet 

em a) ms, Be  auinaheld, Farmer Canterbury Pet May 
8 ys 

Hammoxp, Wiiu1aM, Norwich, Merchant Norwich Pet 
May7 Ord May7 : 

Harrretp, Witttam, Bradford, Phrenologist Bradford 
Pet May 6 May 7 : 

me Lae Wi st High Court Pet April 5 

7 
Hupsow , A Eowarp Ross, 1 gee st, Solicitor 
Court Pet March2 Ord May 7 
Issersoy, Antai’r, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet May 4 Ord 


May 4 

Jay, Saamere High Court Pet March 21 Ord May7 

Lawrence, Hevry, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet March 25 Ord cd 

Lawpre, Hesoem, Barnsley, Milliner Barnsley Pet May 
7 y7 

Mangere. , Jonx, Wigan, Draper Wigan Pet May4 Ord 

ew le Doxatpv D, Swansea, Draper Swansea Pet 
April2 Ord ma 

Mezewa tp, Osmonp Spencer, Acton, Surgeon Brentford 


Muspay, Witt1am Hewry, and Sivateton Muypay, Brad- 
ford, Ironfounders Bradford Pet March 2 Ord 


May 6 
O’BuLLivax Tiuoray, Dowlais, Licensed Victualler Mer- 
thyr T: Pet May 8 a, May 8 


Rat, To, Ashford, Gent Kingston, Surrey Pet March 
15 Ord May 6 

a — oe ore, a Dealer Stoke upon 

Rorags, Freogricx Meng or pedtond sq High Court Pet 
March 15 Ord May 3 


Sipney, Evcen Jvuia, bet Widow Tunbridge 
Ww Pet March 8 Ord 
Tucker, Witiiam Tuomas, Nelson, Glam, Builder Ponty- 


pridd Pet May7 Ord May 

Typemayx, oe, Sto ” Watchmaker Bury 8t 
Edmunds Pet Apeil 20. Ord May 2 

Warnes, Georee h, Pawnbroker 
Lincoln Pet May 6 Ord May 6 

Wuirsuors, Atrazp Eowarp, Bristol, Corset Manufac- 
turer Bristol Pet April 18 Ord May 8 

Witsox, Taomas Uttataorye, Middiesborough, Insur- 
ance Agent Stockton on Tees Pet May6 Ord May 7 

Yaruam, monp, and Ropert Yaruam, Themelthorpe, 
Farmers Norwich Pet May8 Ord May 8 


Youre, Atrrep Hesry, Battersea pk rd, Schoolmaster 
Wandsworth Pet May7 Ord May7 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Jumeaux, Bexsamiy, & , Ambleside, Westm: 
Surgeon Kendal jad Oct 31,1885 Annul 
25, 1896 


London Gazette.—Tussvay, May 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ae Anrave, Sheffield, Glass Cutter Sheffield Pet May 9 
9 
ae <5 wry Epwanp, Falmouth, Diver Truro 
Pet Ma: Ord May 11 
Bo.uanp, em. a Tottenham Edmonton Pet 
April 22 Ord May 
Bors, Eowarp Brcusno, Pay ey’ Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet May 
ss ous Winutan, eo Doctor Hastings 
23 
ame | Mae Butcher Carlisle Pet May 11 
Cariess, Jossru — Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 
9 Ord Ma 
Smackowner Gt Yar 
Day, ALFRED, Sefton W Aide Clothier Cambridge Pet 
May li Ord May — 
ne — Truro, Grocer Truro Pet May 11 
Coopuen Bl Baker and Confectioner 
Pet May 10 May 10 


Cnrickmork, Joux J thon te 
mouth Pet Ma 


me... Joux em Dewsbury, Builder Dews- 
Gaecory id Canvix st, Hedateck, Ragineer Frome Pet 
May Ord May 9° 


Hauuertt, nm veags Maser git "Ona ay Th Dairy Farmer 
Haxcock Pa ~ Printers High Court 








Korg, Jons Rowan Cheltenham, Tailor Cheltethem 
Laws, Assave, Hove, Brighton Pet May 11 
Manta ee Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet May 10 
Mae Eee tent 

aaa ees _ 5 Barton on 
Memes, OS ee ae Chelten- 
Nerrieiveuam, Greenhithe, Kent, Wheelwright 
weg oS ee. Gloucester Pet 

May x 

—— = - Stonemason Preston Pet 
Perkins, WIL.1Am, Kent, Farmer Canterbur- 


Srayver, James WIi.t1am, Smackmaster Gt 
‘armouth Pet May18 Ord 
Srark, = ee Hatter Kingston 
Woaee, Aaunee, Bf Brush Halifax 
May9 Ord May9 
The amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
Brown, Sar Ge Vuleeath Heledroose 
Pet Ord April 19 


ORDER DISCHARGING RECEIVING ORDER AND 
DISMISSING PETITION. 


Bg Gu Fenchurch st Court 
et Wee Ord Disshgd & Poe aeenl 


Lee ae 


Pe 
May 22 
tats 

avenue 
ite May 21 at 12.90 
— jn eee May 2iat9 Off Reo, 
Tailor May 2at 11 Of Reo, 


Guinan Waa 
31, Manor 
May 30 at 2.30 White Bart 


Girrus, Maky, 


onto Sons Bon Bemane, Doviesiy, Builder May 21 
curr, Bax gy Ny! Farmer May 2 at 12 
aay te et Toaas Daneusares p Cieoten Fas May 
Waste! Nowe, Marken May 22 at 10.15 

Builder May 2% at 11.9 
, May 2% at 


bewing King st, Norwich 


Ui : 
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Crypt 


Suzex, Dawiet, Chester, Builder May 21 at 12 
chmbrs, Chester 
May 22 at 12 


Yer, Aasnee Epwis, Bradford, _ Speaver 
31, Manor row, Bradford 

Wanrex, s Erxest, Gainsborough, Pawnbroker 
May 21 at 11 Off Rec, 31. Silver st, Lincoln 

Warrraxesr, Naroizox, Uldham, Stationer May 21 at 11 

Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 

Wru14ms, Joux, Sydenham, Cab Owner May 24 at 11.30 
x, way , London $y 

Witsos, Anruve. Manufacturer May 
Watil Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Woo rr, Georce Gapaten, Clissold pk, Ink Manufacturer 
May 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st tia 

Waiout, Hexry Graxvitte, Parkhurst, I ©, Solicitor 
May 22at2.90 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Yaunam, Epuunp, and Rosert Yaruam, Themeltho 
Farmers May 25at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 

lished in the London Gazette of May 7 :— 

Hopegs, Apert, Wardour st May 15at12 Bankruptcy 

bidgx, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Assox, Anrnvun, Sheffield, GlassCutter Sheffield Pet May 
9 yo 

Avrost, Reet, Pha am Theatrical Agent High Court 
Pet Feb 13 ay 9 

ms t Nicuworas James, Burslem, Builder Hanley 

et March 29 Ord May 9 
cae a Hesnt, Tottenham Edmonton Pet 
gesans Wi 1aM, Horsham, Music Seller 
Pet April 4 Ord May 11 
ABLES ALFRED Fraycis, 


Court Pet April9 Ord May 
Cassoy, Wi1114m, Aspatria, Butcher Carlisle Pet May 11 
Ord May 11 


iden 


Cap’ 


CayY.ess, ll Hart, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet | 
May9 Ord May 9 

Crickmore, Joux Jase, Lowestoft, ‘ ecmmeaanaaten Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet May10 Ord Mayi 

Davy, James Te West fam, Wharfinger High 
Court Pet Ord Ma: 72 

"Walden, Jlothier Cambridge Pet 

May 11 Ord May 11 

De Parsanee, Se ion House chmbrs High Court 
Pet J: 


Drosson, TB, Croc, Ci Diath in Holy Orders Norwich 


Day, Aut¥rep 


Drrrox. ee, Sra, , Truro Pet May 11 | 
St Leonard’s on Sea, Eating House Keeper | 


May 
Dvxs, Cua 
May2 Ord Ma 
Duwx, Water G, Stamford Hill, 
Pet March 25 Ord May 9 


10 
Traveller Edmonton 


Fesxexnoven, Henry, 
Trent Pet April 10 


pril 23 Ord May 9 
Govutpex, Bromizy pewreee, ym Wharfinger 
Court Pet April5 Ord M 
Gazexwoop, Jouy Eowarp, Builder 
Pet April 24 Ord May 9 


9 
, Gronce | a Bude, Dairy Farmer -Barn- 
staple Pet May 11 tak 

, Heaxax, Whitechapel, Tailor High Court 
Pet May2 Ord May 8 
Crarx, King’s On Mayo” Salesman High 


18 
eer = 5 ever, Mek Court Pet March 26 
seer | — Crewe, Builder Nantwich Pet May 3 
ag Leicester, Glove Trimmer Leicester 


Pet 8 Ord May 8 
Kixc, Joux Epwarp,  Gheltenham, Tailor Cheltenham 
Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

8, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet May 10 


Ord May 1 


Nerrieiscuam, WIt.iam, ——_ Wheel wright 
ester Pet May 10 Ord May 
Newsmax, Joseru James, Stroud, ” Gestitter Glouceste: 
Pet May8 Ord May8 
Oasys, | ke ag wh 8 yee Merchant Liverpool 
arch 26 
Ourv aa, Lyatt Grorce, Gotta bldgs, Bag Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Aprilé O May ~ 
Patcuett, Georce, Morecambe, Stonemason Preston Pet | 
May 10 Ord May 10 | has 
Perkins, Wittiam, Mauston, Farmer Canterbury Pet 
May 10 Ord May 10 
Ras, Kexperpixe Crote, Bedminster, Grocer Bristol | > 
et May4 Ord May9 
Sraywer, James Wittiam, Lowestoft, - termed Gt 
Yarmouth Pet May10 Ord Hal | 
Srarr, Russert, Kingston upon Ne 1, Hatter Kingston 
upon Hull Pet May9 Ord M 
Suce, Atsert, North Kensington. _ es ae High 
Court Pet March 30 Ord May 
8u 7, Joux, Notting Hill High Court Pet March 8 
ys 
Tuevtcutey, Tuomas, Knutsford Manchester Pet 
rch 26 Ord M 
Turutcutey, Wiit1am, Knutsford Manchester Pet 
March 26 Ord May 9 | 
Wa xen, Faepericx, Barrow in Furness, Plumber Ulvers- 
ton Pet March5 Ord April 17 
Watson, Mary, Newcastle on Tyne, Gontostionce New- | 
castle on Tyne Pet March 23 Ord May 1 
Waicut, Joun, Chatteris, Miller, Setashestaah Pet April 
1 


0 Ord May 8 
Waient, Ricnarp Caartes, and Frepertcx Nein Hous- 





~ *tead, Auctioneer | 


aa. Butcher Stoke upon | 

Ord May 9 

Ganzmay, Vincent Coryetivs, Eastbourne, Medical Prac- | 
titioner Eastbourne Pet A 


High | 

Dews- | 

Gascorr, Jonx Caxvix, Radstock, Engineer Frome Pet 
Mays Ord Ma: 


Ter, St John’s Wood, Builders High Court Pet Feb 
14 Ord May 8 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Penxxey, Anruurn Pearsox, Russley, Wilts, Owner of 
Racehorses High Court Adjud Nov 28, 1892 Annoul 
May 11, 1895 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


May 23 —Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o’clock, 23 Freehold Residences and a Freehold Ground- 
rent (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

May 24.—Messrs. Hopasoy, at their Rooms, 115, Chancery- 
lane, W.C., at 1 o'clock, the Law Library of the late 
Lord Chief Justice Coleridge (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 2 





All letters intended for publication in the 
‘* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

| Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Sontorrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law calf, 
5s. 6d. 





ADyowson in popular county ; sail 


tial net oo 
church 


represen! large return on capital 
invested ; and fi pote sar 
of Messrs. 


y_ residence ; 
~ Shatioden 








Apams & | Pome Ecclesiastical Surveyors, 14, Southamp- 
pandeacwen Strand. —_ 2 — 


READWELL & WRIGHT, of Deven 
ag W.C., fag ae and General 


ety Cre Teswiitien Te — So be 

| MEADWelt ia Led wri at Stationers 

an 

| Caen eee Te ranean = 


FFICES TO LET.—Charles-sc 

Hoxton.—Whole House; rent, £40; ground floor 
tenant, and upper floor housekeeper ; ; first floor, 2 
rooms vacant for Solicitor.—Rosert Tipey & Sox, 
198, Essex-road, Islington. 

ANTED, Copies of the ‘‘ Solicitors’ 
Journal,” No. 3, Vol. 38 (November » 1893) ; 6d. 
oa woe paid for them at the Office, 27, Chancery- 
jane, 


THE CHEQUE BANK, LIMITED. 


(ESTABLISHED 1678. ) 

CAPITAL - - - = £500,000. 
Trustee—Tux Most Hon. Toe Marquess or Tweeppas. 
Bankers—Tuz Bawx or ExGuayp. 

Solicitors having to remit Dividends and small sums of 
money to their Clients either at home or abroad should 
use the Cheque Bank System, which is the cheapest and 
most useful form of remittance, as Cheque Bank Cheques 
are taken as out the world. 

CURRENT ACCOUNTS OPENED, NO CHARGES. 
DEPOSITS RECEIVED AT INTEREST. 
For full particulars a to the 
particu AN AGER, 
Tus Cueove Bank, 
4, Warer.oo Puiacz, 
Loypos, 8.W. 
a. City Address: 93, Bisuorscatre Wiruts, E.C. 3 
HCENTIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, Lomparp- 
sTREET, and 57, Cuanina-cross. Lowpox. 
Established 1782. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
b-£ C. Macpona.p, Joint 
F. B. Macpowa.p, § Secretaries. 


THE REVERSIONARY | eel SOCIETY, 


ae 1828), 


Purchase Revendeanty Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, Life Interests, ont lafe Policies, and 
Advance we] ry Securities. —-17, King’s Arms- 
yard, Coleman-street, E. 


EDE AND SON, 


rose 4 feibah maxens. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Juibinl Bench, Corporation of London, Cc. 














ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AnD BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
erks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Law Wi 











tA Ww ASSOCIATION. 


INSTITUTED 1817. 


FOR THE BENEFIT OF WIDOWS AND FAMILIES OF SOLICITORS IN THE 


METROPOLIS AND VICINITY. 





THE ANNUAL GENERAL OOURT will id aan at the Hatt or THe Incorrorarep Law Socrery, on Faray, 


the 31st inst. 


To receive fron the Board of Directors a Report and Statement of Accounts for the past year. 
To elect Officers for the ensuing year. 


And on General Business. 


The Chair to be ‘hei at TWO sia precisely. 
By order of the Board, 


Devereux-buildings, Temple, W.C., 


18th May, 1895. 


ARTHUR CARPENTER, 


Secretary. 








